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UCH clamour having been mad b, an- 
. ſwerers, preachers, reviewers,” and pre- 
Ace-writes againſt the doctrine of the  chriflian 
apology gy, as if it had denied the x powers, and diſ- 
couraged the uſe of reaſon, and propagated the 
ſpirit of enthuſiaſm and fanaticiſm, the reader is 
eſired to take notice that no ſort of attempt 
h 5 made . any one of them to ſupport 


is char 

= 132 Ts firength — 1 power of — — 
fa in deducing 152 concluſions from true and 

real premiſes: al other exerciſc of reaſon may 

be amuſing, but aileth of advancipg real know- 

4 the proper. and benni taſk of this noble 

faculty, 

Tux truth of thoſe propoſitions woch! in rear 
ſoning are termed premiles, is then perceived, 
when we perceive ſuch a relation between the 
terms of them, as their affirmation or negation 
importeth; and this truth is then real, when the 
ideas ſignified by t thoſe terms are repreſentative 
of real beings; it is then fantaſtical or chimeri- 
cal, when the terms Ggnify fancies or chimera' $, 
ſame ſigments or pictures of 1 imagination which 
are not-repreſentative of any thing that is known 


warns And ſuch as our ideas are, * 


\ 


a 2 


(w] 

are employed-in reaſoning, ſuch-will be the 
knowledge. reſulting from it: it, will be zeal if 
thoſe ideas be real; it will be fantaſtical, if they 

be 1 
Tux ſcience of metaphyſicks, therefore, deals 
ing chiefly in ideas of ſpiritual things, which are 
framed by the mind, and not known to have 
any this exiſting i in the nature of ſpirits correſ- 
ponding to thoſe ideas, is, ſo far, a chimerical 
ſcience ; and accordingly, the confidence with 
which metaphyſicians would obtrude upon us 
their concluſions (however cloſely deduced from 
their premiſes) concerning God and his attri- 
butes, acts, and methods of proceeding ; this 
confidence, I ſay, is therefore checked, in the 
cbriſtian apology, and its farther illluſtration, with- 
out any denial, it is hoped, of the powers, any 
diſcouragement of the ſe of reaſon, whoſe true 
ſttrength, and profitable exerciſe lieth in the in- 
: veſtigation, not of chimerical, but of real truth. 
And becauſe it is raſhneſs, and abuſe of reaſon, 
to etnploy her in forming concluſions dogmati- . 
cally from uncertain premiſes, or to decide con- 
cerning the truth of any doctrine or the proptie- 
ty, wiſdom, juſtice &c. of any recorded | 
without a competent knowledge of the circum- 
ſtances, motives and conſtitution of things on 
which that dodtrine 1 is founded, or that fact was 
brought 


[v] 
brought to paſs; hence hath the author of the 
Chriſtian Apology aſſerted, that infidels do abſurd- 
ly demand, that all difficulties and ſeeming im- 
proprieties in the pretended doctrines, acts and 
dealings of God recorded in the ſcriptures, be 
cleared up and juſtified to them, previouſly td 


our allegation of what is commonly ſtiled the 


External Evidence of revelation :. and that chriſ- 
tian advocates do as abſurdly undertake a taſk 
which ſober reaſon will readily acknowledge 
herſelf to be unfurniſhed with neceflary mate- 
rials for accompliſhing : that therefore, the true 
province of reaſon with regard to revelation, is to 
examine thoſe evidences of fact, to which the o- 
riginal preachers of it conſtantly appealed in proof 
of it's divine origin — to enquire, firſt, whether 
they be ſufficiently atteſted ; and next, whether 
they be genuine efforts of divine power, and 
thirdly for what purpoſe they appear to have 
been exhibited ; and laſtly, to deduce from the 
reſult of theſe enquiries! ſuch: a neee a8 they 


naturally point out. 


= theſe ebenen fo Fe te po- 

or check the uſe of reaſon, hath never yet 
attempted to be ſhewn; and we will ven- 
ture to aſſert, in oppoſition to this random infi- 
nuation, that they have, indeed, afſerted ber” 
powers and provileges, having reſeued her, as it 


Were 


j 

| 

. 

1 

| of 
2 


1 
were, from a ſtate of enchantment, in the re- 


on that firm ground of facts, on which alone her 
nnen 


erted. 


„Bor N e e 


lead the beſt underſtandings. Few will go 
« ſuch lengths againſt the uſe. of reaſon, we ap- 
„ prehend, as Dr. P. has done,” ſaith a ſenſible 
writer in a late monthly work, who yet, in the 
words immediately following, hath, in an am- 
ple and unlimited manner, eſpouſed that very 
riſe to the unreaſonable clamour in which he 
himſelf, we ſee, hath joined againſt it. 

His words are theſe © We cannot help think. 
wing, that there is a great deal of truth in what 
« he (Dr. P. ) ſays, concerning che advantage given 
the Deiſts, by the manner in which many of 


our modern divines have argued in defence of 


« chriſtianity. The divinity of our Saviour's 
4 miſſion may undoubtedly be proved, in 2 ve- 
« ry ſatisfactory manner, without entering in 

i metaphyfical reaſonings and diſquiſitions con- 
« cerning the diſpenſations of providenoe, or at- 
© tempting 10 affigh reaſons for cho divine con- 
duct, in caſes here we muſt neceſſarily be 


rene very * Judges... Such a 
method 


[ vn ] 


« method of defending chriſtianity opens a door 
« for eternal wrangling and debate, and is ſel- 
« dom found to have any other effect upon un- 
« believers, but that of confirming their preju- 
e dices. When the truth of chriſtianity is once 
d eftabliſhed by facts, and plain reaſonings upon 
facts, it will be altogether unneceſſary to make 
« any reply to ſuch as raiſe objections againſt the 
<« wiſdom, juſtice, or goodneſs of the divine 
« procedure; fince, when it has been once pro- 
ce ved, that the deity has acted in this or the o- 
ee ther manner, the wiſdom and goodneſs. of his 
conduct muſt be admitted by all thoſe who 
ce profeſs to believe in an all- perfect Being.” 

2. To the charge of Enthuſiaſm and Fana- 
ticiſm it is impoſſible to plead, until the terms 
of it ſhall be ſtated and defined. No two words 
are more faſhionable in theſe days, or uſed with 
leſs of meaning or preciſion. Whatever they 
import, Mr. Heathcote hath certainly the honour 
of leading the tribe of writers who have impu- 
ted them to ſuch as recommend and infiſt upon 
the truly, and indeed, the only rational evidence 
of the goſpel, the works «which bear witneſs to the 
fon of God that the father hath ſent him. 


IL that was neceſlary to be ſaid in 
ſupport of the method of CHyiſlian 
Apology recommended in a late Ser- 
mon, hath been offered to the pub- 
lick in what was intended for a final, and, as I 
truſt it is found, a ſatisfactory anſwer to all Mr. 
Heathcote's reaſonings: his revilings I conſeſs 
to be unanſwerable. '— <0 
Bur as he hath, in his late Reply, greatly miſ- 
= _ argument of the nes and of 
the pamphlet entitled Sr. Peter's Chriſtian Apolo- 
gy &c. which undertook the defence of it; the 
importance of the doctrine of thoſe books, 
which the author is earneſtly defirous to clear 
of every ſhadow of objection, hath induced him 
to break through his reſolution and to endea- 
your to give entire ſatisfaction to the publick 
upon this ſubject. Ct gortl 15 
Ix would be matter of real concern to me, if 
any good man ſhould think any expreſſions too 
warm and vehement have eſcaped me in this 
controverſy. However furiouſly and unprovok- 
edly Mr. Heathcote bounced out and faſtened on 
me, I am conſcious it was the duty of a Chriſ- 
tian to remember the example of HIM, who 
when He was reviled reviled not again. All that 
Waren A I have 


[2] 

I have offended in this way, all the very ſcurri- 
lous and abufrve language n out by me a- 
gainſt him, amounteth, in Mr. Heathcote's own 
account of it, to this — That T have the rudeneſs 
fo inſinuate my be is little more than a boy* — 
That he ts perfeftly unacquainted with the nature 
and force of reaſoning — That his attempts in this 
way are weak and confuſed — That he hath no diſ- 

tinguiſhing faculty — bis underſtanding is a 
"4 one — That bis miſrepreſentations, groſs as 
they are, do not proceed from — but igno- 
rance — He would 


turning to thoſe ſe- 
to which Mr. 


a Reply p. 12. e onto 
referred to re my having 


called him in both, Mr. 


me is true, may 3 
ö Ap. 


however, in the ſame page, taken ſome ſort of revenge for this 
fancied inſult, by calling his adverſary fooliſh and ridiculons for 
it, telling him that, boy as he is, he may chance to ſhew that 
he is above his mat bs 
b P. 13. One is at a loſs to diſcover whether Mr. Heatheate 


ſetteth a greater value upon his moral or his intellectual accom- 
pliſhments. In this place he is that his bonefty is Per auf 
mented at the expence of his 2 anding : four pages 

he hath impeached his anderſtanding in order to off his 
Boney: having accuſed himſelf of two blunders, to the 
charge of unfairneſs. See Reply p. 17. where ke 
which he made is ky of. 

e F. 13. d P. 25. 


Heathcote 


[3] 


Heathcote appealeth for evidence of it. And 
P 


and oy- 
apt to recollect, upon 


the candid 5 will give 
i Mr. Heathcote's 
* and will be 


9 — —— — 
Ir is not my intention to tr 
upon the reader's time. Where truth alone is 
brevity will neceſſarily attend the ſearch, 
which will not be ſuffered to deviate into need- 


Who think they grow — while 0 


quote. 


n Uſe of R. p. 10, 11, 16, 15, 18, 19, 65, 80, 81. See alſo 
| Reply p. 3, 4, 5» 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,18, 19, 21, 
25, 26, 42, 47, 59, 60, 83, 91, 105, 108, 10g, 125, 132, 140, 
150, 154, 156, 157, 168, - 169, 171, 176, 
b Reply p. 7. 175. 
d Sweepings from butcher's ſtalls, dung, gats, and blood, [ 


£ 


Drown'd puppies, ſtinking ſprats all drench d in mud, 
Dead eats, and turnip-tops*come tumbling down the 


A2 The 


the occaſion, that filthy torrent exhibited 1 in Dr. 4 $ 


« ther the miracles of the goſpel 


(4 ] 


Tux ſhort queſtion under debate is, « Whe- 
tefted with Angular and ours Ty nantyr 
* with a allel d ſtrength o 
< epidence*, do demand an implicit . 
«mind to the truth of the doctrines they are ad- 
duoed to confirm for divine, altogether ſuper- 
r 


4 
culations, any reaſonings à priori ncernng 
« fitneſs, - propriety, - e — 


« reaſons, or 


concerning the correſpondence of 


the mattef of this revelation with common no- 


“tions, or the principles of a ſuppoſed natural 

& Rehigron® 2! = Or“ whether, before the evi- 
« dence of miracles is admitted as a proof of the 
« divine origin of the — the mat 


e ter of this revelation muſt be examined by the 


« ſtandard of common notions, and muſt be nud. 
*« appear to be conformable, or at leaſt not con- 
* tradictory, to * manifeſt truth e = 
« moral BY 11.510 
Tuts is che plain ſtate of d gun The 
Cbriſtian Apology and its Defence have aſſerted 
the former branch of it, and Mt. Heathcote the 
latter. If the aſcertaining of truth was his, as it 
ought to be every chriſtian writer's only aim, 
might he not have advanced his own ſentiments 
and pleaded: for them to the utmoſt of his Ai, 
without that rage of abuſe and virulence which 
hath mixed itſelf with almoſt every page he hath 
written? Would not his arguments have had 
their own real weight, if they had been urged 
with decency and good manners? Had the aus 


2 St, Pet. Ap. p. 3 & 46. b P. 22, 


thor 


171 
thor of the ſermon ever offended him ?. And if, 
as he pretendeth, he really conceived the 442 
ln 
give the leaſt advantage to his reaſonings againſt 
them, to treat with inſolence and contompt the 
perſon who advanced them? — whom, as he 
informeth us, he took, (at that time) ati be 
« a ſincere and well meaning man Or, dot 
it not rather betray a conſciouſneſs. of the MWE. 
neſs; A of is cans Joc; eee 
Fang 
bitterneſs? A 2 271080 

On, if this kind of tile and lb 
deed, what ſurely it is not, the ſbarp rehm“ 
commanded by St. Paul to be addreſſed to gain- 
layers, yet who are they that. are to-be-the ſub» © 
iezof this-rebake} Are they not ſuch as iner · 
vert and reſiſt the fa:thful word and ound! alas. 
trine of the goſpel, teaching things that they ought 


* 


* 


* 


not, for filthy lucre's Jake — < — luſts 


* and pride of--thoſe who are holden and over- 
« whchned by them; lulling their diſciples into 
« a fatal ſec perſwading them that they 
« may be Chri ians with the habitual nunsis- 
tion of every Chriſtian HY 2504-4 
IF there be no ſuch ns in-this nation, if 
this be an ideal character, the -warmth 
with whey 5 it is delineated" doth not affect +4 
or no particular. perſons are named or 
— but if ſuch there be, and have been, then 


« Reply p. 6. b Tit. 1.13. e ch. Apal. p. 33 

Bee Reply, p. 177. | 
d The reader is therefore requeſted to take notice how unjuſtly 
Mr, Heath- 


[6] 

+ gr lidar age: not ſurely deny that it was 
duty of a chriſtian preacher, to cau- 
whom he was addreſſing, to 
f ſuch dangerous aſſociates; te to make 
of this broad way which promiſeth 
leadeth — and to take 
their guide who is the way, the 
and the life.” But, to rebuke ſharp- 
in Mr. Hearbcote's ſenſe, that is, to treat with 
= - contempt and —— him who 
| where the apoſtle di- 
Ire is but taking part with the 
— vain talker, and decei vers, againſt 
—— in the paſſage referred to, 
ſo peremptorily declared himſelf? The reader 
muſt not be longer detained from what is mate- 
rial in this debate, and I ſhall reſerve matters of 
ſmaller conſequence to be ſpoken of in the cloſe 

of theſe ſheets. 
I there is no conteſt between Ml. Heath 
myſelf concerning the truth of our holy 
religion. We both, I truſt, acknowledge that 
eſus Chriſt is, what the Scriptures repreſent 
im to be, the God and Saviour of mankind ; 
Nr e ſara Aa. is the truth 


Mr. Heatheots hath charged Dr. f (Reply p. 9.) with « levelling 
*« rancorous and malicious invective againſt the whole body of 
* the clergy, but eſpecially againſt the governours of the church ;"? 

whom, as he is bound in duty, he holdeth in high eſteem and 
reverence. But whether an imputation of injudicious officiouſneſs at 

beſt, doth not indeed lie againſt the man, who affecteth 2 
his court to the great by the awkward compliment of crying out 
ie that they are levelled at“ in 2 m Efcriptich of a, | 
— Jet others determine. ; 


Mr. 


110 


a 
* 


Fi 


i 


. 
. 


T 
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cote 


71 
of God, and that its commandments and docs. 
trines are holy and juſt and good. The queſtion 
is, how we are to recommend it to the 
tance of thoſe to whom we oy We catt 
nn 2 


eneral end and ſe, the 
Lang mankind — ae 
alſo both inſiſt upon the excel 2 10 — 
doctrines *, and ſhew how well are calcu- 
lated for promoting love, and peace, and 
neſs, and' honeſty amongſt men. And in theſe 
ts, we have the concurrent aſſent of number 
s divines, who have Written for afferting the 
divine origin of the Chriſtian diſ They 
have ted, (and indeed could they 
avoid it?) upon the excellency of thoſe com. 
mands, to the practice of which an 
bufineſs to win mankind, and u _— | 
ble love of God in calling ws to t e of ok 
vation through Jeſus Chrift our Lord. . 
Tuvs far, 1 —— Mr. Heathcote and I hold off 

OI But here we are to part, _ 

ent roads. 


For, firſt, it is my aſſertion grounded upon 


the plain and expreſs authoaicy of ſcripture, and 
which the. reader will God don: te 


Chriſtian Apology and it's farther Illuftration, that 


a Many authors have, indeed, occaſionally aſſerted the doc- 
6 „ines of Chriſtianity to be highly worthy of God ; but theſe 
eſſions have been meant of it's nora doctrines, whoſe ex- 
2 is obvious to all, and were not intended to ſubjeR e- 
* very procedure, 2 ordinance of God for the ſalvation of 
5 mankind to the Þ of the reaſon, i. e. W 
ions of Men.“ St. Pet. Ap. p. 75. 


N 0 


[9] 
no man can truly d the word of God 
but by the ſpirit of God: That in order to our 
— the ſcriptures, be muſt © o 
$-pen our u dings” — That the natu- 
ral man” (with all his reaſoning ſagacity) c diſ- 
«.cerneth- not the things of the ſpirit of God, for 

they are. fooliſhneſs unto him, neither can he 
« diſcern them becauſe they are ſpiritually diſ- 
** cerned” — And that the only means of diſcern- 
the wondrous things of God's law” is an 
| converſion _— —_ to God, the 
— — ity and ſincerity of little children, and the 
and humility of a ſoul ear- 
b — defiring to be cleanſed from it's corrup- 
tions, and to liſten with a ſubmiſſive attention 
to the illuminating inſtructions of the heavenly 
teacher: That the more earneſtly we addreſs 
ourſelves in prayer to God, in this humble, pe- 
d converted ſtate of heart, that he would 
« learn us true underſtanding and know 
in the holy ſcriptures, acknowledged and . be- 
« lieyed for his commandments” upon the au- 
thority of divine miracles, the more will- even 
the myſterious: parts unfold themſelves to our 
underftandings ; explained to us, not in the 
«words: which man's: wiſdom teacheth, but 
«xhich'the Holy Ghoſt teacheth ;” the diſtant 
paſſages of ſcripture reciprocally reflecting light - 
Upon each other from a © comparing of ſpititual 
things with ſpiritual ;” — And that, according 
to this, which is no other than God's OWN; ac- 
count of the manner in which he giveth 
OY "I of his Laws,” the antecedent exa- 
mination 


*%® 


it ) and alſo to the e 


[9] 
mination of theſe laws and doctrines, in order 
to diſcover their excellence, fitneſs and propties 
ty, or their contrary qualities, that we may ac- 
cordingly, on the credit of the miracles, embrave 
or reject them — this procedure, I ſay, is a groſs 
— upon Godis appointed order, who 
plainly intended thut, upon the inducement” of 
the miracles, we ſhould” believe; ſubmit our- 
ſelves to this acknowledged” heavenly teacher, 
and ſo, ſhould underſtand through an hearty de- 


fire to obey. But the reader hath ſeen that Mg = 


Heathcote is for proceeding on another, oppoſite 
plan. He will underſtand the ſcriptures atrer- 


dentiy to his acquieſcence in the miracles as ſatis- 


factory credentials'of a divine teacher; and ex- 
ly brandeth the ſeripture- account of the 
indneſs of the natural man to the things of 


God, as . alliterate, unmeaning Cut. 


Tus is the r er Mr. at. 
ate and myfelf. 


„Tux infidel, who conſenterh with. 


us to the excelleney of the general end 
by the Chriſtian diſpenſation, (allowing that it 
is a purpoſe worthy of God to ſave his oreatures 
from 1 ——— into 
of the moral doc- 
trines of the goſpel, (agreeing that Jeſus Chriſt 
was a man of excellent moral principles and cha- 
ratter ) this infidel, acknowledging that thus far 
all is right, will fill farther infift, that this dif 
penſation, notwithſtanding its alledged miracles, 
—_— after all be an . ere not uw 
2 oe Cheof Rip. fr," * 
$229 B this 


—_ ͤ 


[ To ] 
this or that part of the matter of revelation, muſt 


”_ itſelf to the reaſon of him to whom it is 
ered, (fince the abſurdeſt and falſeſt ſyſtems 


have ſome articles in them which reaſon may 


ſubſcribe to ;) but, that every branch and article 
of it muſt be cleared up to him, and demon- 
ſtrated to be conſiſtent with thoſe natural notions 
which God hath implanted in his breaft, as the 
touchſtone of all truth. He will then proceed to 
intimate his doubts and difficulties ; he will touch 
upon many ſeeming abſurdities in the ſcripture- 
account of man, and of his fall ; of the Jews ; of 


God incarnate in the perſon of Jeſus Chriſt; of 
his attonement for fin ; of the efficacy of his or- 


dinances ; of ſanctification by the Holy Ghoſt, 
and of his Godhead, one with that of the father 
and the ſon — Theſe articles, and many others 
connected with and reſulting from them, muſt 
ALL be rationally explained to Him ſo as to be 


made appear to be conſiſtent with the firſt and 
Jfimpleſt principles of common ſenſe. Let one ſeem- 


ing inconſiſtency remain unſolved, and that one, 
he will tell you, is a full juſtification of his un- 
belief: that, malum ex quolibet defectu, is an un- 
deniable maxim, and that not one jot or one tittle, 


of a law pretended to come from God, muſt fart” 


of approving itſelf to the reaſon of the * 
to whom it is propoſed. 

Fox 8 God ſhall condeſcend to rt · 
ce veal himſelf to man, he will certainly ada 
* himſelf to-the human means of comp 


e ing him, will deal with men as with rational 
creatures; and not contrive things fo, that what 
* T1 


ſ xx ] 
in wiſdom and goodneſs with him ſhall ap- 
<< pear to be madneſs and folly to us; ſince this 
«would only be to reveal himſelf juſt enough 
© to make us ject but not enough to make us 
receive him. 

Socn will be the infidel's remonſtrance; and 
Mr. Heathcote will allow that it is well ground- 
ed, and that he juſtly ſuſpendeth his aſſent to 
the goſpel as a diving revelation, while: any of 
his objections remain unanſwered. For, 
© religions wo he ſay) beſides the jewiſh and 
« chriſtian have prevailed in the world under 
« pretext of 7 revelations from heaven, 
and how does one know that thoſe particular 
< revelations which were ordained to aboliſh o- 
©< thers, are indeed true and ine revela- 
— 37 7 cw Nothing, (will he add) can be 

tc known or received as a revelation from heaven, 
© until it be tried and approved by that ſtandard 
or meaſure of reaſon and common ſenſe which 
„God has appointed for our guide and direc- 
« tor ©.” He will then defire the infidel to pro- 
duce his objections ; and when, by the help of 
94 ere juſtifications, he confeſſeth that 
| rceiveth the harmony and beauty and 

— the goſpel-ſyſtem, and the 
of every branch and article of it with his own 


a Reply p. 41. LE x  P.by. —* All Re- 
* yelation (ſaith Mr. hated again, by whomſoever 
founded, or from whomſoever Tek vt! * to be ex · 
% amined at the tribunal of reaſon, before it can be received.” 
d © This a miracle can do — it can prove a true doctrine to 
© be a divine one—and this is it's uſe in eſtabliſhing chriſtianity ,'* 
Reply p. 115. 


B 2 appre- 


[1] 
apprehenſions, with his common ſenſe and common 
notions, — then, and no ſooner will Mr. Heath- 
ente begin to inſiſt upon the external evidence of 
the miracles: But as the infidel's objections are 
numerous, and the debating upon them may 
probably generate ne ones, occaſioned by arbi- 
trary ſuppoſitions, adduced for the ſolution of 
the original objections, the debate will be likely 
to make a very flow progreſs ; it may not, na 
it cannot be adjuſted during the lives of the dii- 
putants, ad the infidel w ill go out of the world 
Juſtified, by Mr.  Heathcote's conceſſion, in his 
rejection of the goſpel, though it have been pro- 
poed 1 to 3 evidence which God 
b annexed to it, and though He hath declared 
that the unbeliever (ais mac, he who hath re- 


INS gr propoſed to him) ſhall be 


6. . an w 

ceed with the infidel — a ow ns 
He will refer him to the miracles of Jeſus Chriſt, 

atteſted' as they are 11th a fingular ſtrength of evi. 
dence for a deciſive proof of the divine origin of 
his doctrines :- Miracles which no man could da 
except God were with Him, and which therefore 
demand that he who wrought them, as tokens 

that he was ſent from God, and ſpake the truth 
of God, is to be implicitly believed and aſſent- 
1 10, in 1 all that he hath taught... 6 


* This a Gas be inferred- from the conſiderable mark of 
= which b. hath uſually been employed by general — in 
0 b Mar. 16. 16. 


* 
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- Is the infidel remonſtrate to this plea ſor ts 
divine authority of the ſcriptures; if be object 
tbat the. revelation-ſyſtem aboundeth with abſurdi- 

ties and contradictians, and that its bran- 
-  ches are irreconcileable with wiſdom, juſtice and 
goodneſs *,, and demand to have his Joubts and 
objections: cleared up by rational duſ 
and ſhewn to be, in every branch and article, 
conſiſtent with common ſenſe and common no—ę— 
tions; landing up for rehgious liberty by Gerling | 
the rights. of reaſon * — the true chriſtian. 

will endeavour to convince him of the va- 
nity vfthis demand, not by decrying human rea- 
fon, or explading the gewers, thereof, but by ob- 
ſerving that this noble, vigorous, penetrating fa- 
culty of reaſon cannot, in the nature of things, 
_ itſelf to the: 2 of acquiring reai 
knowledge, without real ideas, that is, ideas of 
falls realities g and that, 3 regard to the 
ſopernatural, myſterious doctrines of the goſpel, 
and to a number of aſtoniſhing r the 
hiſtory of the bible, we want that / 7; 
that full and adequate knowledge. of t 
8 belonging to them, which ne- 
_ cellary to the accounting for them, and explain- 
ing their difficulties, and their ſeeming inconſiſ- 
— with the divine wiſdom or juſtice or 
— lay any ſtreſs upan eſs dif- 
againſt the truth of reve» . 


[ation end e on facts from 


a partial ſurvey of their — is abu- 
fing and ſupplanting our reaſon, inſtead of . 
© , '® Replyp.4i. b Reply p. 77. 


ing 
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ing berrights,and is indeed a no more rational pro- 
cedure, than if one ſhould pretend to determine 
the amount of ſeveral ſums contained in ſeveral 
columns of an account, from ſeeing only one of 
thoſe columns; or ſhould make objections to the 
contrivance of a complicated machine, from a 
ſurvey of only one part of it. He will obſerve 
that there is no reaſon why we ſhould not al- 
ledge the ſame plea in juſtification of God's re- 
deeming, as we are wont to alledge in behalf of 
his creating and preferums, providence, The 
infidel, who by the very denomination of deiſt 
which he aſſumeth, acknowledgeth a God the 
creator of the world, and the watchful preſerver 
of men, will readily acknowledge, nay, will 

ſtrenuouſly maintain, that ſome ſeeming irregu- 
larities which appear in this world, are no 
ments that a// is „ AI of a wile, 
and juſt, and benevolent and alſo, that 
the promiſcuous diſtribution of good and evil 
among the ſons of men, without any apparent 
regard to their ſeveral deſervings, muſt yet be 
looked upon as wiſely and kindly intended by 

the divine ceconomiſt, though, when we would 
inveſtigate theſe ways of heaven, 5 

« THE eye of reaſon traces them in vain, 

| 8 Loſt and 2 in the 120 w _ 
War, then, the Chriſtian Apologiſt will urge, 
muſt God be expected to open his — 2 
reaſons, and explain every thing which, to an unin- 
formed obſerver, may ſeem harſh or inconſiſtent, 
in his counſels relating to the redemption of man- 
kind, while we are contented, —— a- 
ny ore 


[ 
dore the myſterious, unfathomable depths of his 
creation and providence ? 


« Why charge we heaven in thoſe, in the 
ce t.??? | 
«In both, to reaſon right is to ſubmit,” 


WIII you ſay, as Socinus and his followers af- 
fect to ſay, that man hath à right to a 
previous explanation, with regard to all the dif- 

| ſeeming inconfiſtencies with common 


ficulties anc 


notions which the offered ſyſtem ſhall- —_— 


with ? 


Tuts plea would, indeed, be reaſonable 5 
nough, if God were to receive benefit from the 
race of mankind in the redemption which he 
offereth. The party from which favour is ex- 


may certainly inſiſt upon it's own terms 
of accommodation. But ſhall poor condemned 
captives, who fit in darkneſs and the 
death make terms with their deliverer ? Is it 


not enough that this deliverer work figns and | 
wonders, that they may ar bin men 


form what he hath promiſed ? 
Now this is truly the caſe of mankind with 
regard to Jeſus Chriſt, who offereth himſelf to 


be their Saviour from bondage, and the fear of 


death,* and who is demonſtrated to be from 3 
(whoſe er alone is uate to this 

work,) — and s and figns hich 
God 2 by him. To demand, that the proceſs 
1 which this deliverance is to be wrought, be 


2 Heb. 2. 15. b Aves Gu . Acts 2. 22. 


antece- 


| 
| 
| 
|; 
| 
| 
| 


— e . a 


1 ** 
a GTA ——U—c— oe ap > Gate 


uin many a pare, which human language 
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antecedently . explained 'to us, or reconciled to 
human apprehenſions of things, what is this 
but the height of arrogance and ingratitude ? 
And is it not a ſufficient reply to this demand, 
that God hath not thought fit to unravel and 
lay before us an account of his plan in all it's 
parts, (which, poſſibly might, after all, con- 


could not convey to our preſent conceptions 
and that — is * and raſh rien 
to pronounce peremptorily cencerning thoſe ſe- 
ws, yo parts of 5 2 ch he hath not ex- 
ined to us; or to undertake to reconcile, 
from our partial information, thoſe ſeeming in- 
conſiſtencies which only a full knowledge of facts 
can enable us to ſolve : Since, even in human 
« affairs,” into which one is likely to ſee farther 
than into the divine 'ceconomy, he who hath 
« been admitted behind the curtain, ſhall clear- 
«ly and rationally juſtify tranſactions, which, 
c to à wiſer man, oh is ignorant of the ſprings 
tand motives and procedure of them, ſhall 
b pear to be downright madneſs” and folly. *” 
But that if we will be contented to acknow- 
ledge Chriſt Jeſus on the authority of his own 
offered credentials, with full affurance of faith, 
and ſubmit our underſtanding, with humble re- 
verence to the inſtructions of the ſpirit of 
tc truth, whom the world cannot 'recewe be- 
te caufe it ſeeth him not, neither knoweth him; 
if, perſwaded that Chriſt « hath the words of 
« eternal life, we come to him that we may be 


. 1 St. Pet. Ap. P- 354. 
1 te ſaved,” 


[nn] 


« ſaved,” and meditate upon his law with 'the 


anxious ſollicitude of wretched, blind, diſtreſſed, 
loſt creatures who earneſtly pray to be. . delive- 
ce red out of darkneſs and the ſhadow of —_— 
« and to be guided into the way of Fad alle 
then ſhall we ſee and know, ha we all a- 
long ſought for the true, ſalutary meaning of 
the ſcriptures in a method in which they have 
aſſured us it is never to be found; that no proud, 

eſumptuous, world-polluted ſinner, however 
be — critically ſpeculate the ſcriptures, doth 

« ſee them with his eyes and hear them 

«> auch his ears, and underſtand them with his 
« heart, ſo as to be converted, and healed: in 
a word, that ſuch a knowledge of ſcripture as 
availeth unto ſalvation, is attained only by thoſe 
who aſk for his ordinances — W 5 
«them and do them.“ 

INFIDEL. ALL this talk 2 paſs for 255 
thing with me who do not acknowledge the truth 
of ſcripture. But the firſt part of your defence 
with which alone I am concerned, is excellent 
« You contraſt, (by which I mean, compare) 
« your revelation with human tranſactions which 

ve the appearance of madneſs and folly, and 
as 3 all the while for it's being divine. 

P. Dear Sir, you have forgotten already, 76 
whom it is that theſe human tranſactions have 
this appearance; it is to a man who is ignorant 
of thoſe circumſtances, from which alone a juſt 
judgment can be formed. Doth. ſuch a Perſon $ 


ware at all impeach the wiſdom of thoſe 8 


a” * p- 36. 
C 


tranſ- 
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tranſactions, whoſe management he cenſureth ? 
And when you and other unbelievers preſume 
to the myſterious doctrines, or partially- 
known facts of the bible, with abſurdity, injuſ- 
tice, madneſs, folly, what do you expoſe but 

our own raſh judgment? Be contented with 
knowing only as much of theſe as God hath 
thought fit to communicate to mankind ; and 
be perſwaded that a fuller knowledge of theſe 
ſeveral facts, would make your ſeeming abſur- 
dities vaniſh. You ſee I leave the excellent facul- 
ty. of reaſon in full poſſeſſion of all her powers: 
it 1s not to any weakneſs of reaſon, but to the 
biddenneſs of facts that I aſcribe the falſe judg- 
ments of thoſe, who undertake to judge with 
out proper and ſufficient data. If reaſon had 
the 545 of an angel, ſhe could not ſee farther 
into thoſe things which the angels defire to look in- 
to, than God hath ——_— her; and ſhould 
| theſe enlightened beings themſelves pretend to 

onounce concerning the things which are hid 

om them, they too, with all their tranſcen- 
dent vigour of intellect, muſt undergo the im- 
putation of raſh, miſtaken judgment. TE 
INF. Anp fo, my good Doctor, you are 
pleaſed to refer me to certain © future facts, 
te which, when revealed, are to ſolve all objec- 
« tions, ſinootben all inequalities, and make that 
te appear fit, and reaſonable, and wiſe, and juſt, 
and good, which now a „in your own 
* account, ſo very much iſe :” but © what 
* grounds have you offered for their reality ? or 
te that any ſuch facts will ever be revealed? are 


? 
. © they 
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« they not merely hypothetical, a downright 
64 . of the Juellion ? Ves are 
<« beſides, this method of ſupporting the divini- 
« ty of the bible, will ſupport juſt as well the 
« divinity of the koran. *” 55 ö 

CHRISTIAN. I have referred you, Sir, 
to no future fads: all T have ſaid of fats is, 
that you know not thoſe that belong to the bi- 
ble compleatly enough to pronounce decifively 
and certainly concerning the fitneſs, 22 
juſtice &c. of many of them; and if Cbriſt cru- 
cified be to you, as he was fo the raſh- reaſoning 


Greeks," foohſhneſs, it is becauſe you judge of the 


matter of revelation in all it's parts, with the 


ſame deciſive confidence, with which you are 
wont to judge concerning thoſe matters whoſe 
facts and circumſtances lie evident before you; 
and not with that humble deference of faith, to 
the aſſurance given by God to all men, which 
the humble diſciples of Chriſt to ac- 
knowledge him to be the power of God and the 
wiſdom . 7 God. What I have referred you to, is 
the evidence of divine miracles, to evince that the 
facts contained in the revelation-ſyſtem are of 
God, and that therefore, (not on account of any 
future facts) you are to receive and embrace 


them as fit, and juſt, and good; though you, 


cannot, as you ſay, now perceive them to be ſo, 
but think them to be juſt the contrary. 

INF. Tursg miracles of yours, my Friend, 
will not ſerve your turn. I can refer you to a 
book that 1 tell you, and will prove it too, that 


8 a Reply, p. 39, 40. 
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if you would confirm the divinity of a religion 
by. the authority of miracles, you muſt firſt 
prove it's doctrines to be true; when this is 
done, then miracles will prove them to be di- 
vine, but otherwiſe, theſe miracles muſt be con- 
tent to paſt for very wild and incredible facis, as 
their contrariety to all our experience will be an 
unanſwerable reaſon for rejecting them. 
CHRISTIAN. I find you are determined 
to ſtrike at the credibility of all miracles what- 
ſoever. The truth of doctrines, though ever ſo 
evident, would not render the miracles alledged 
to atteſt them, a whit the mbre credible, upon 
your plan. — Let me offer ſome reaſons — 

+ INF. I muſt be excuſed at preſent, being 
already too late, I fear, for the Robin Hood. But 
if you are for debating this point, you muſt 
give me leave to put my cauſe into the hands of 
an advocate who underſtands it better than 1 
to do, though I underſtand bim very 
well, and highly approve of what he has ſaid 
upon the ſubject. I often tell him he ought 
fairly to declare himſelf one of us, for he fights 
ſor the very ſame principles that have made me 
+ deiſt. He admits nothing in religion, on the 
credit of external evidence, but what has paſſed 
the ſtandard of reaſon ; nor I neither. My rea- 
ſon ſhall ſee the conſiſtency of every propoſition 
and every. tale in the bible, with common ſenſe ; 
] will have the grounds and reaſons of what you 
call revelation, -ſo explained to me that no to- 
kens may remain. in it of arbitrarineſi, caprice 


8 Reply, p. 115. 


and 


211 


and fantaſtic humour, before I will believe a 
tittle of the whole to come from God. Mr. 
Heathcote, for that is my friend's name, tells 
me, indeed, that ſo far as he can prove the wiſ- 
dom and goodneſs of pretended revelation,” he 
hath an indiſputable claim to my aſſent, ſince he 
proves at leaſt that it may be a revelation ; and 
ſo, makes proper way for the miracles ;- but I 
laugh, and tell him he can prove no ſuch thing; 
that I have a thouſand particulars to alledge a- 
gainſt this may-be he talks of, anhich will, I ima- 
gine, always keep me the 415 I profeſs myſelf. 
Inſtead — me, he has ſupplied me 
with armour, which is proof againſt all conver- 
ſion. He has authorized me to ſay, that the 
miracles of the goſpel are, in themſelves, no 
proofs of it's divine origin; and the — 
ces, under which alone they can, according to 
him, be valid proofs, are ſuch as my reaſon aſ- 
ſures me can never happen; that is, . every 
part of the bible ſhall appear not only confiftent 
with reaſon, but alſo conformable to truth,* - 
I Exit, triumpbing and.inſulteng.* 
MX. Heathcote J infidel hath now triumphed 
over both of us; which of his two triumphs 
is beſt founded, the reader will determine. I 
would, indeed, freely leave to his deciſion,” eve- 
| particular article of this debate, and refer him 
to St. Peter's Chri a Apology for a full WO 


2 Uſe of R. p. 61, 

b © This a miracle can do; it can prove a true doctrine to ibs 
4 divine one — and this is it's uſe in eſtabliſhing chriſtianity.” 
P- 115. c Reply, p. 42. d See Reply, p. 427 

| to 
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to the Reply to it, if he would be pleaſed regu- 
larly — for himſelf the ations which 
Mr. Heathcote pretendeth to have made from the 
ſermon and it's defence. 
 Wrtuy —— to theſe citations, I muſt here 
renew my charge of groſs miſrepreſentation a- 
— him. The firſt law of diſputation, which 
profeſs to have religiouſiy obſerved, is to ſtick to 
the terms of the queſtion, and of the ſeveral pro- 
ſitions which emerge in the courſe of the de- 
e: and he who will give himſelf the unfair 
liberty of 1. altering ſome of his adverſary's ex- 
preſſions; and 2, leaving out others; and 
3. bringing paſſages together, from wide diſtan- 
ces, repreſenting them as one and the ſame con- 
tinued ſentence, all which I charge upon Mr. 
Heathcote; this man may indeed contrive, x 
theſe arts, ( but he muſt employ them with 
more addreſs than Mr. Heathcote hath done) t6 
obtain a victory *, but then it will be a victory 
over his own phantom; his real antagoniſt will 
remain unhurt. 
I ſhall now proceed to examine Mr. Heath- 
cote's ſecond effort to invalidate the doctrine of 
the Chriſtian Apology, ſet forth in the ſermon and 


a Mr. Heathrote's miſrepreſentations are frequently, (as the 
reader will ſoon perceive who is diſpoſed o convince himſelf ) 
a jumble of theſe three contrivances, any one of which is able 
with any tolerable management to ſecure the victory here ſpoken 
of. By the laſt of them, for inftance, how eaſily might one prove 
to Mr. Heathcote from the expreſs words of ſcripture the lawful- 
neſs, nay the duty of ſelf- murder? v. g. 

Judas went and hanged himſelf, go and do thou likewiſe. 
| Matt, 27. 3,5. Luke 10. 37. 


it's 


W 
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it's farther illuflration ; promiſing the reader to 
detain him very little upon points which do not 
tend either to invalidate my adverſary's argu- 
ments, or ſet forth his real ſkill in reaſoning, 
His . quotations quoted from quotations,” unleſs 
they appear to be of real importance to the 
point in debate, ſhall be paſſed over with _ 
« IT may be ſo, but we proceed. 
Tr1s ſticking on of ſhreds and patches, how- 
ever purple and ſhining, will, in the preſent 
caſe prove nothing elſe, but a nakedneſs which 
wanted covering, joined to a ridiculous affecta- 
tion of finee x. | 
1. In Mr. Heathcote's firſt argument againſt 
the decifiveneſs of miracles as a proof of a reve- 
lation, he had inſiſted upon the neceſſity of cer- 
tain antecedent notions. In order to know and 
© embrace a revelation,” faith he, e muſt 
<« previouſly be endued with powers which are 
te capable of underſtanding what it ſets forth, 
« and of comprehending the terms in which it is 
tc conceived,” This was readily allowed: © no 
« revelation can be made to beings incapable of 
* underſtanding it ſo far as it ſhall be communi- 
* cated.” But though Mr. Heathcote's propoſi- 
tion ſpoke only of the terms of the revelation, 
his illuſtration plainly. implied that he meant to 
ſpeak of the articles of the revelation ; . Thus, 
« jf,“ faith he, a revelation treateth of matters 
ce which relate to the being of a God — I muſt 


a Uſe of R. p. 27. b St. Pet. Apol. p. 34. 


cc previouſly 
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10 ſly know that ſuch a being exiſts" * — 
To know that God exiſteth, is ſurely the know) 
ledge of ſomething more than the meaning of the 
term God; it is plainly, the knowledge of the 
article itſelf. And it was the w1ldneſs and abſurdi- 
of this poſition that I endeavoured to ex 

y ſome parallel inſtances. One of them rela- 
teth to the everbleſſed Trinity, and the reader is 
entreated to do me the juſtice to caſt his eye 
over the 34th page of St. Peter's Chr. Apol. that 
he may convince himſelf of the groſs falſehood 
of Mr. Heathcote's aflertion, that our Doctor 
tc has plainly diſcovered from the hint here 
« dropped, that he looks upon this myſtery of 
te the three perſons as a flat contradiction to rea- 
* ſon, and which cannot be received upon the 
8 ene thereof. 8 
2. Mx. Heathcote, in order to demonſtrate 
te that the ſcriptures themſelves ſuppoſe the prin- 
te giples of —* religion to be ay known,” 
had alledged the authority of St. Paul that 
much-debated paſſage concerning the intimation 
which God hath given to men of bis eternal 
power and Godhead by the things that are made. 
Whether it is to be inferred from this 

tbat the natural s of man are capable in- 
veſtigating the being and attributes of God from 


2 Uſe of R. p. 27. b Reply, p. 45. 2 
e Uſe of R. p. 30. Mr. Heathcote hath in his Reply, p. 47. 
repreſented his attempt in this part of the U/z of R. to have been, 
to prove that it appears from the ſcriptures themſelves that pre- 
viouſly to the reception of revelation, we muſt know the terms 
„of which the articles of it are compounded.” What muſt his 
adverſary expect, if he thus miſrepreſent himſelf ? 
” 5 


the 
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the works of the creation; or whether it's 
meaning be * that theſe viſible things are ſtand- 
© ing, awakening memprials and images of beaven- 
« ly things, even his eternal power and godbead; 
the reader, when he hath conſidered Mz. Heath- 
cote's and my account, will judge for himſelf. 
I ſhall only obſerve upon this occaſion, that how- 
ever Mr. Heathcote's ſtrong antipathy to Socinus 
might prejudice him againſt my interpretation of 
this text, (which that author hath interpreted in 
the ſame manner) it might yet, have ſomewhat 
mitigated his diſlike if be had known, that his 
friend Origen, to whoſe writings he hath more 
er n hantly appealed, is on * 
ſide 
3. On poralion of this text, Mr. Heatheote 
hath given us a faſhionable, learned diſſertatjon 
of ſeven pages; enquiring whether or no the 
Greeks profited by * Jews in their knowledge 
of divine — but as he hath cloſed it — 
determining, that it is n 
hight enough in antiquity" to e latch precijely, and 
| which des not affect? the gaghen' be ts une 


'n | He hath 1 with on 8 mph, (Reply p: 494) | 
that the conſtruction adopted by me is that of Sorinur, who is fe. 
buked very ſharply for it by Pearſon: But the greateſt geniuſes are 
liable to ofcitency. Mr. Heathcute utterly forgot his antipathy to 
that arch infidel, when in the 1676h page of kis Hig amet 
Socinianiſn amongſt imaginary wil. ,** Here we may learn 
—— by a ſtriking example whither that veal 2 Laa 

OTHER 1MwCtNARY evils would carry | 
See a fine N * er of Ah in 


075 3 Homil 
@ Reply p.36. 


; * 
AY „ * 
* * 0 


— 
«previouſly know that ſuch a being exiſts" * =—=» 
To * God exiſteth, is _ the know= 
ledge of ſomething more than the meaning of the 
term God ; it 1s plainly, the knowledge of the 
article itſelf. And it was the wildneſs and abſurdi- 
of this poſition that I endeavoured to ex 
y ſome parallel inſtances. One of them rela- 
teth to the everbleſſed Trinity, and the reader is 
entreated to do me the juſtice to caſt his 
over the 34th page of St. Peter's Chr. Apol. that 
he may convince himſelf of the groſs falſehood 
of Mr. Heathcote's aflertion, that our Doctor 
« has plainly diſcovered from the hint here 
« dr , that he looks upon this myſtery of 
« the three perſons as a flat contradiction to rea- 
10 Ae and which cannot be received upon the 
inciples thereof. 
2. MR. Heathcote, in order to 3 
te that the ſcriptures themſelves ſuppoſe the prin- 
«-ciples* of natural religion to be already known,” 
had alledged the authority of St. Paul in that 
much-debated paſſage concerning the intimation 
which God hath given to men of bis eternal 
and Godhead by the things that are made. 
Whether it is to be inferred from this 
tbat the natural s of man are capable in- 
r N the ng and attributes of God from 


2 Uſe of R. b Rep! p. 4 
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the works of the creation; or whether it's 
be © that theſe viſible things are ſtand- 
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© ing, awakening memorials and images of beayen- 
« by things, even his eternal power and godbead 
the reader, when he hath conſidered Me. Heath- 


cote's and my account, will judge for himſelf. 
I ſhall only obſerve upon this occaſion, that how- 
ever Mr. Heathcote's ſtrong antipathy to Socinus 
might prejudice him againſt my interpretation of 
this text, (which that author hath interpreted in 
the ſame manner) it might yet, have ſomewhat 
mitigated his diſlike if he had known, that his 
friend Origen, to whoſe writings he hath more 
rears once e appealed, ch on may 
. fide 0 

3. On 1 of this text, Mr. Hedtheote 
hath given us a faſhionable, learned diſſertation 
of ſeven pages; A whether or no the 
Greeks profited by the Jews in their knowledge 
of divine thin 3 ” but as he hath dloſed it with 
determining it is a point which there ii net 
Mer enough in antiquity to 0 f Preciſely, and 
which does mo Mel the gage be ts We 


He hath Ra with een of ior hy (Reply p: 49.) | 
that the conſtruction adopted by me is that of Socinus, who i, fe- 
 Buked very ſharply for it by denden. But the greateſt geniuſes are 
liable to oſcitancy. Mr, Heathroterntterly forgot his antipathy to 
that arch-infdel, when in the 167th page of his Reply he runket 
Socinianiſin amongſt imaginary cvill. Here we may learn, (ai 
© he, by « friking example whither that veal againſt Baal 
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I am certainly excuſed, as he might have been, 
from loſing time in conſidering this point. | 
4. His next thirteen Pages are employed in 
diſcuſſing a queſtion, which will — J hope, 
be diſmiſſed in one, viz. Whether, if Jeſus Chrift 
— as he did according to Mr. Heathcote, to 
2 to thoſe who, through the fall, were ſpi- 
blind ; whether I ſay theſe bind could be 
ſaid LA have any principles remaining, in this 
darkneſs of their underſtanding, to be, as this 
gentleman would have them, 4 foundation and 
ſupport of revealed religion? 

And after a deal of explaining, limiting, il- 
luſtrating, exemplifying, behold the determina- 
tion which he hath fixed upon! By my natu- 
«* ral powers I may be able to paſs a judgment 
te upon chriſtianity, to explode it if be falſe, or to 
« confirm it if it be true, yams I owe the 
<« ſtrength and management of powers ſolely | 
«to — of i oo | 14 : 

The reader will probably aſk, fir, how a re- 
ligion which is here ſappoſed to have evinced a 
divine efficacy in reſtoring and invigorating out 
natural 28 can, even in . tion, be ex- 
pladed as falſe? ſecondly he may aſk, whether the 
natural powers can be ſuppoſed to receive their 
fight culture from the revelation of — 
Chriſt, until it have been firmly and ts 
afſented to ? If not, . 
theſe natural powers are to paſs upon chriſtianity 
will come 700 late for Mr. Heat — Par 
who maintaineth this judgment to be antecedent " 


a Reply p. 65. b Reply p. 69. 
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to the reception of the goſpel; — Such will al- 
ways be the confuſion and embaraſſment of un- 
natural refinements! But if we will be guided 
by truth and nature, then, let us permit reaſon 
to pronounce whether the doctrine be from God, 
but let her take, as her proper and ſufficient teſt 
of it's divinity, the miracles which e Chriſt 
expreſsly ſtileth, in appealing to them, the 
bk of bis fauler ie unt 
Ap when the doctrines have been firſt, on 
the authority of the miracles, implicitely admit- 
ted for divine, the man who is * to do 
« God's will,” being inſtructed by the ſpirit of 
truth, * ſhall #now them to be ſo from that 
wonderful excellence which ſhall then ſhine forth 
in them. | 7 
Bur Mr. Heathcote's teſt will come, we ſee 
his own account, 700 late to be applied; if 
there were not a multitude of other objections 
5. War he calleth his ſecond argument to 
eſtabliſh the foundation of natural religion to re- 
vealed *, was, indeed, in St. Peter's Chr.” Apol. 
diſmiſſed, as he complaineth, without any far- 
ther notice, than it's being called a flouriſhing of 
his pen in the air; for, in truth, it is no argu- 
ment, but a quęſtion, ſupported by an arbitrary 
propoſition. He aſketh, How ſhall we diſtin- 
fa 2 true religion from falſe, and divine reve- 
« lation from a human impoſture? And He 
maketh anſwer unto bimſelf ; ** why, by the uſe 
and application of our natural powers The 
a 70. b Uſe of R. p. 36. 

e de 
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Chriſtian apology anſwereth, Why, by the 
« goſpel-miracles : there is but one divine reve- 
lation, and theſe are it's evidences, eſtabliſhed 
by the revealer himſelf.” Is not this by, at 
as good as Mr. Heathcote's, while the wh 
Poſition introduced by it remaineth only a 
— id wins p87 
6. Tux author of St. Per. Apol. having all a- 
long maintained that the authority of miracles is 
decifrve for eſtabliſhing the divine origin of the 
goſpel, thought it material to his point to ob- 
ſerve, that the meſſengers of both God's written 
revelations, eſtabliſhed the divinity of their ſeve- 
ral commiſſions wholly upon the credentials of mi- 
racles* ; concluding that if miracles do ii 4. 
tabliſb the divinity of a commiſſion, then 
matter! of this commiſſion is to be implicitely, 
and without examination, received for divine. 
Mx. Heathcote, compelled TY ſhort hiſto- 
ry of Moſes his miracles to it my propofi- 
tion, hath, to get rid of the conſequences of it, 
in an inſtantt . e 
(Quo teneam vultus mutantem Protea nodo? 
ehanged the original queſtion between us. All, 
e faith he, that I denied or ever meant to deny 
te was that miracles could net ftamp divinity up- 
* on abſurd and contradiftory doQtrines '.” A- 
inſt what then, or whom have his two books 
en directed? If againſt the Chriſtian Apology 
and its farther illuſtration, then, (ſuppoſing his 
particle nat to be tedundant) he muſt produce, 
and he is challenged to produce, ſome one paf- 


2 St. Pet. Chr. Ap. p. 21, b Reply p. 80. 
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ſage at leaſt, in, at leaſt, one of them, which 
affirmeth, That miracles CAN flamp druwnaly, «ah 
abſurd and contradictory dotFrines. 

They have both, 12 all along eta. 
that © the miracles of the galpel' | (for with 
theſe alone they are concerned) © attgfled, ds 
te they are, with a ſingular firength of evidence. 
do ſtamp divinity upon it's doctrines,” But 
Mr. Heathcate's aſſertion can ſtand in no oppo- 
ſition to this, unleſs he will affirm that the do- 
trines of the gabel are abſurd and contradictory. 

His argument muſt ſtand thus, 
| Dy. 2 that the wirackes ab the 
80 p divinity upon it's rines, but 

Miracles cannot ſtamp divinity * ablurd 
« and con doctrines, | 

« Therefare his aſſertion is falſe,” | 

| If you deny his conſequence, he muſt: ſupport 
it by aſſerting, that 

« The doctrines of the goſpel are abſurd and 
e contradictory. 

Ix Mr. Babu s next page * he accuſeth his 
adverſary of 5 two ideas into one, which 
are manifeſtly Ai ferent, vis, the external eui- 
e gence of a revelation,” and“ what may be call- 
«ed it's teſt ;” miracles having been ſtiled, in St, 
His Chr. . the e eln. A tba 


A Includi toe f the naue which re em 
the divine au ority of the new. 

b See St. Pet. Chr. Ap. p. 3. 46. 

c That © Miracles cannot lamp divinity opon abſurd and © con- 
© traditory doc ines.“ 

r 
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Ts r, a chemical term, is the name of a ſort of 
earthen veſſel uſed for fuſing metals in furnaces ; 
and to put to the teſt is, in it's primary fignifica- 
tion, to try a metalline ſubſtance in the fire, 
whether it will exhibit the ſpecific properties of 
the metal to whoſe claſs it Goon ſeemeth to 
belong, From hence the term teſt hath been 
transferred to ſignify: a token or ſign whereby we 
2 prove, whether a thing be or be not what 
t-pretendeth *. 

Let -us aſk Mr. Heatheate then; what other 
teſe, ſign, or token can be applied to, for prov- 
ing that a doctrine is from God, but this external. 
evidence. of miracles ? Conformity to common 725 
and commun notions is certainly no ſuch as 
this conformity can only, in Mr. Heathcote's own 
account, prove that the doctrine may be from 
God. This gentleman hath therefore here pre- 
ſented us with what is called 4 di Nin en with- 
out a difference. | 

Wr muſt not diſmiſs this article relating to 
the commiſſion of Moſes and Aaron to the Thael- 
ites, without pleading to a heavy accuſation 
brought againſt me by Mr. Heathcote, who hath 
on this occaſion, diſcharged a page of his own 
artillery upon me. What a volley is here of 
diſguiſing, httleneſs, narrow - mindedneſi, bigot gry, 
7 ng, miſrepreſentation, pious fraud, abſurdity 

do not, indeed, feel myſelf hurt, Hoc let us 75 
whether I am really e or not: One is ſome- 


a Our Legiſlature had evidently this idea of the * in their 
view in the denomination fixed on one of our acts of Parliament. 


b Reply p. 83. 
1241 times 
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times ſo ſtunned by a ſhot from a — cannen; 
as not to perceive the wound immediately. To 
quit the allegory — I am charged * with having 
diſguiſed, altered, miſrepreſented, the hiſtory of 
thoſe miracles upon whoſe credentials the | divine 
commiſſion of Moſes was wholly eſtabliſhed, having 
aſſerted, on the authority of Exod. 4. 29, 30, 31: 
that the people believed « upon the confirmation 
« of miracles which they did not ſee, and which 
« the Elders, who were the only — 
reported“ 

Myr anſy/IPvrthis orievous accuſation i is tivo- ' 
old. 

FigsT, I will appeal to any reader of daa 
underſtanding, whether it be not — the ſame 
thing to my argument, whether the miracles 
were ſeen by or reported to the people. The pro- 
poſition to be proved was that Moſes eſtabliſh- 
tt ed the divinity of his commiſſion wholly upon 
the credentials of miracles” — ſeen, or report- 
| ed, make no part of it. If all believed —— 
theſe credentials, whether ſeen or r 
propoſition hath its full proof. The jr oh — 
of the people's helieuing on report is evidently,” to 
thoſe who will ſee, a circumſtance thrown in e 
abundanti, and not required by the argument. 

Bur why, it may be aſked, was a circum- 
ſtance thrown in, whether neceſſary or — 
which is not warranted by — acred text? I 
anſwer | 

SECONDLY, That I ſubmit it to the judgment 
of the ſame plain underſtanding of the 
2 P. 82. b St. Pet. Chr. Ap. p. 18. and Reply p. 82. 

whether 


( 32 ] 

whether this circumſtance be not, indeed, war- 
ranted both by the ſacred text, and by the nature 
of the thing. 
2 K Tar text relateth, that «« * Moſes and Aaron 
« went and gathered together all the ELDERS of 
« the children of. Mrael. And Aaron ſpake all 
« the words which the Lord had ſpoken unto 
« Moſes, and did the ſigns in the fight of the peo- 
ple. What can be more evident, than that the 
words were ſpoken and the ſigns done before 
thoſe, and thoſe only, who were called together 
to hear and ſee them? 3 thus 
to me ; eſpecially as 

2. Tut nature of the thing forbiddeth us to 
ſuppoſe that the ſigns could be exhibited in the 
fight of all, or A ___ than a com- 
— ſmall 0 e. To give 

4d * af jar a ich of the peu — 
ſpoken of *, vll Aaron was performing them, 
would be as extraordinary a miracle as any of 
them. And it is remarkable, that two of them 
at leaſt, were transient atts*, of which no token 
remained afterwards, by which they who did 
not ſer theſe acts, mi zht<onvince themſelves that 
they had been — ſo that the vaſt mul- 
- titude of thoſe who were not, who could not 
pe a mirage be yaa could have 


> a Exod. 4---2---9. 

b The three ſigns were, 1. The a a * into a ſer- 
pent, and that into a rod again, 2. A ſudden le y brought 
upon the hand, and then ſuddenly removed. 3. The turning of 
water into blood by pouring it upon the dry land. FRI". $9 
1 

| no 
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no other evidence of them than the bare refioet 
of the Elders *. 

Mx. Heathcote will ebene probably - 
thought, upon the whole, to have been hee 
what too ſevere in his charge of miſrepreſent ation, 
prous fraud, lying &c. &c. &c. 

The deciſtve authority of miracles was pleaded 
for, 2dly, from the procedure of Jeſus Chrift, 
who, as I alledged, eſtabliſhed the divinity of bis 
commiſſion wholly upon theſe credentials *. Not of- 
ering his Aenne to be previoully examined, but 


appealing abſolutely to this /ea/ of his commiſſion 
from heaven. 


In proof of this aſſertion, four declarations of 
our bleſſed Saviour werg produced. Mr. Heath- 


core, in replying to this argument, hath dropped 
two of theſe texts, and faith” of the other two 


that they are not ftrong for the pur- 
60 poſe of proving, that Jeſus reſted the divinity 


4 The number of thoſe who were, ftrialy ſpeaking, -wit- 
neſſes, of the miracles of our bleſſed Saviour muſt; as * caſe 
before us, have been ſmall in proportion to that of the great nul- 
titudes that Folluued bim. Mon of his miracles were i eed imma- 
nent acts, whoſe effects remained, and were examinable after his 
2 had ceaſed, but {ill the 'convition of thoſe who thus exa- 
3 them, was neceſlarily to reſult from teſtimony.— This 
reflection may lead us to admire the wiſdom of God in appoint- 
ing cheſen witneſſes who ſhould conſtantly attend and be eye· wit. 
neſſes of thoſe miracles, which few, in the nature of the thing, 
could know but 72 report: And alſo the wiſdom of aur Sayioug' 


declaration, Bleffed are py that wy not 975 ab Fe have « 2 
*« lieved.”” 


b St. Pet, Apoll p 221. 
e Search the flat bey teſtify of ne. 2 
The works that 1 a in my father's name they bear witntſt 5-39: 
John 10 25. 
Believe me er elle believe me for the work”s ſake. John 14. 11. 
If ye et not me, Believe the works. — 10. 38, 
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te of his commiſſion on miracles, without con- 
« deſcending to appeal to reaſon . 

Oux author hath not ſhewn us what his rea- 

ſonings were; he had, we are told, been haran- 

the Jews 0 ly, and his diſciples in pri- 
—_ ce he had — endeavouring to dF 
« the Jews that he was the Maſiab, and to con- 
* firm his diſciples in that perſuaſion : but per- 
« ceiving that his arguments had not wrought in 
<« them the conviction he aimed at; that the for- 
e mer ſtill in their unbelief, and that 
te the latter were not without their doubts, he 
« defires them to believe in him for the ſake of 
te his miracles *.” 

Now if the reader will be pleaſed to conſult” 
theſe two paſſages, he will find that in the firſt 
of them, (John. 10. 38.) with its context, 2 
Saviour did indeed reaſon with the Jews, and 
that his reaſoning ſtandeth thus, | 

The Father hath ſanctified and ſent me into 
ce the world,” Therefore 

do not blaſpheme in ſaying I am the fon 
of God.” 

Ax D then, for a proof of his antecedent pro- | 

pore jon — that they may believe that the father 
| bath thus ſanctiſied him, — he appealeth to his 
miracles, 2 works of his father. I tell you 
te that I am the fon of God, but if ye believe 
not me, believe the wor 

His reaſoning then, in this paſſage will not 
ſerve Mr. Heathcote's purpoſe, being exactly the 
ſame with that which is all along urged in the 


n Reply p. 85. b Ibid. 


” L * 
1 Chriſtian 
10 
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Chriſtian and St. Peter's Apology ; © the works 
ce — witneſs to the worker, that he is, what 
ec he declared himſelf, the ſon of God. Behold 
te the fortreſs, erected by the captain himſelf of 
te our ſalvation, of a Chr:/tzan's reaſoning g! 

As to the other paſſage addreſſed by our bleſſ- 
ed Saviour © to his diſciples when alone,” (John 
14. 11.) the reader will find his whole diſcourſe 
in that chapter to this 11th verſe, to be merely 
authoritative aſſertion, The eleventh verſe run- 
neth thus — believe ME, that I am in the fa- 
ether and the father in me; but if not, believe 
eme for the very woRK's 8AKE.” We ſce not, 
throughout, the leaſt glimpſe of reaſoning,. be- 
ſides this appeal to bis miracles, as proofs of the 
truth of his declaration. And this kind of rea- 
ſoning I am ſo far from precluding, that I have 
ſuffered all this obloquy from Mr. Heathcote for 
recommending it. | 1 BDC 
Bur ſhould it ever appear from theſe paſſages 
that our bleſſed Saviour reaſoned agreeably to 
Mr. Heathcote's own plan, and entered upon a 
formal examination of the matter of his doctrines 
in all their branches and articles, in order to 
convince the Jews and his diſciples that they 
might be à divine revelation, for any thing that 
reaſon urges to the contrary®; yet would this very 
example be found, even in his own repreſentation 
of it, utterly to overturn his whole plan. Ac- 
cording to this plan, reaſonings upon the matter 
of the goſpel- doctrines are to be applied, which 
may demonſtrate it to be, throughout, conſiſtent 

2 Chrift. Apol. p. 29. b Uſe of R. p. 40. 
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with our _ and if theſe reaſonings fail of 
— N demonſtration, miracles will in vain 
m to our affent. — But according to the 
bowled example before us, firſt, reaſonings may 
be applied for the cure of doubters and unbelie- 
vers, and ſecondly, when this faileth, we may 

el them, as it were, by an appeal to facit . 
Ine1DeLs may _ begin, for the firſt 
time, to frown r. Heathcote, for giving 
this decifave, — proces to mirac es, e- 
ven © when reaſonings fail to convince.” But let 
them read on and he will pacify them in this 
very 86th page, by telling them from Chry/oftom, 
interpreted by himſelf, that men of reaſoning 
«and enlarged underſtandings, have no occaſion 
for miracles.” And to give them farther ſatis- 
faction, he ſhall undertake in the next page but 
one, to prove in flat contradiction to what he 
had awhile before affirmed concerning the com- 
puſſiue power of miracles when reaſonings fail to 
convince, | eye ſhall, I ſay, undertake to prove 
« from the cleareſt principles of common ſenſe, 
e that the miracles recorded in the old and new 
* teſtament cannot demand an implicit aſſent in 
* *. of (or rather, ſaperſeding ,) all antecedent * 
bs. + concerning fitneſs,  probabilly 


2 He frh, faith Mr. Heathcote, tt to perſwade 
them by applying ſuch topics as were proper to each, and, e- 
"* condly, when this failed, to compel them as it were, by: an ap- 
*« peal to facts.“ Reply p. 86. 

b This is my word in the paſſage here pretended to be: cited 
from my book, p. 22. 

c My expreſſion is—* do altogether ſuperſede all abſtract ſpe- 
#*culations, all reaſonings 4 priori concerning &c. ; 


grounds 
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* grounds &tc. For,” addeth he, © if they could, 
« then a miracle, recorded there to convince me 
t ene an Ae eee muſt be of the 
« ſame force and efficacy as if it was only to 
&© convince me that tuo and three male fue; 
« ſince,. where all reaſoning is entirely out of the 
« queſtion, a miracle 1 8 en a. 
« doctrines. * Low 

Tuis argument reſteth upon (what Logicians 
ſtile non ſupponendum) a 8 which cannot 
be made, viz. that a miracle could be recorded, 
in the bible to convince us of — - 8 
abſurdities. 

Tux pow the courſe of nature 
is certainly ache hands changing the God of nature; 
and though he may, on various occafions, have 
delegated this power to inferior. agents, yet, that 
this GOD or TxuTH ſhould grant it for the 
purpoſe of convincing us of gre falſebood, is a 
caſe no more to be ſuppoſed, than that two and. 
three can make /ix, - 

Tux only paſſage in ſcripture Fen can, ran OY 
any ſort of colour, be alledged in ſupport of Mr, 
Heathcote's ſuppoſition, | is that in Deut. 13. 1, &e. 
where a /gn or wonder given by a prophet or a 
dreamer of dreams for the purpoſe of enticing to 
idolatry, is ſuppoſed to come to pals. 

Bur it is evident, from the circumſtances of 
this caſe, that the u or wonder muſt be ſuppo- 
{ed to come to paſs without any miraculous fore- 

knowledge, conferred on the prophet or the 
dreamer, for _ 2 of deceiving. He is 
commanded 
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commanded to be put to death for his attempt; 
and can we even conceive that God ſhould com- 
mand this puniſhment to be inflicted on one who, 
by his own inſpiration, either immediate or me- 
diate, had foretold a future event? or can we 
conceive that God, who cannot deny himſelf, 
ſhould, by a miraculous power conferred, au- 
thorize a prophet to convince his people of the 
rectitude of idolatry, when the great purpoſe of 
Moſes his legation was to convince them of the 
alſebood of it? No; the purpoſe of God in this 
caſe, is expreſſly pronounced to be, that God 
doth prove or try his people, by making the e- 
vent to correſpond to the prediction, that is, by 
an aqui vocal miracle, (for many things foretold 
may eaſily come to paſs without one) whether 
for the ſake of it, they will give up the worſhip 


and fear of him, who hath aſſerted his claim to 


their ſervice, by a continued ſeries of aſtoniſhing, 
awful, indiſputable exertions of divine power. 

7, WIE are now come to Mr. Heathcozg's five 
arguments againſt the validity of the goſpel-fm- 
racles, as abſolute proofs. of the divine miſſion 
of him who appealed: to them for this purpoſe. 
And 1 ſhall leave it, for the moſt part, to the 
judgment of the publick, to determine whether 
he hath, in this new performance, freed thoſe 
arguments from the charge I have endeavoured 
to maintain againſt them, of confuſedneſs, miſ- 
take, inconcluſiveneſs, falſe and arbitrary aſſer- 
tion &c. All I requeſt of the reader, who is 
diſpoſed. to take the trouble of attending to this 

| a V. 5. b V. 3. 


debate 


fr 
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debate is, that he would not, either here, or in 
any other part of Mr. Heathcote's book, take it 
for granted that this gentleman hath truly repre- 
ſented either himſelf or his adverſary, but would 
examine every citation as he goeth along. It is 


eaſy for one who is really beaten to make a ſhew 
of fighting on, by wheeling about and ſhifting 
his ground, and avoiding the cloſe combat. 
will however take notice of every thing here ad- 
vanced by him that ſeemeth to affect the point 
in queſtion, | e 
8. Mx. Heathcote having retracted' his ſtrange 
aſſertion, That there are Pagan and Popiſb 
« miracles upon record, as well atteſted as any 
<« matters of fact can poſſibly be, I have no far- 
ther concern with it, than to ſmile at the ear- 
neſtneſs wherewith he hath contended for it, e- 
ven after he hath given it up; and at the idle 
ſophiſm by which he attempteth to invalidate 
my plea for the fngularly ſuperior ſirength of-evi= 
dence of the goſpel-miracles; This plea was, 
« that, firſt, their hiſtorians were all eye-wit- 
« neſſes of moſt of them; and ſecondly, renoun- 
e ced this world and all its joys and promiſes, 
ee and underwent a ſeries of cruel perſecutions, 
ce and even death itſelf, in adhering to the facts 
te they had atteſted—Theſe joint circumſtances, T 
have ſaid *, make up that /ngular ſtrength of eui- 
dence of the goſpel-miracles, which no other teſ- 
timony of facts can parallel. ; 5 
In order to weaken this firength, — as to the 
ce frft,” ſaith Mr. Heathcote, © were not the mi- 
a Reply p. 94. b St. Pet. Ap. p. 46. 
| « racles 
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te racles of the Abbe Paris, recorded by an hiſ- 
*torian who was an eye-witneſs of — of 


* them?” — And ſecondly, have there not 


te been chriſtians in every age — who have died 

7 Fark 2 by which die for their religion ?” on 
: ich he hath impoſed u 3 

l —— —— fallacy of argunttion, 
and is then ſought to be impoſed, when we en- 
deayour to overthrow our adverſary's propoſition 
by ſeparating thoſe circumſtances, on whoſe 
junction the truth of that propoſition is founded. 

Tnus, were I to aſſert that the fngular merit 
of Salluft as an hiſtorian, conſiſteth in the joint- 
circumſtances of conciſeneſs and perſpicuity: Mr. 
2 might, in his way, — over-turn 
m rtion by alledging that, firſt, Livy ma 
=> with Sally} in — rb and — Thi 
cydides, in conciſeneſs. 

Bur when he can produce a number of « 
witneſſes to any other facts, equal to that of the 
witneſſes of the goſpel- miracles, who have un- 
dergone a ſeries of cruel perſecutions, and even 
death itſelf, in adhering to their atteſtation of 
thoſe facts; we will then allow that the ſtr * 
25 evidence to the goſpel- miracles is not fin 

nor ſuperior to all other evidence of facts rl 
have been any where recorded. | 

9. In ſupport of the validity of bis wes; 
it was aſſerted in St. Peter's Chriſtian 
that © the credibility of facts aſſerted, is 44 
© red by the credibility of the witneſſes atteſting 
«thoſe facts, and by that only. This, Mr. 


a St, Pet. Apol. p. 44- 


Heathcote 
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Heatheote hath flatly contradified, and bath vili- 
fied this doctor for aſſerting it. In oppoſition to 
it; he hath affirmed, that let the lives and 
characters of witneſſes be what they will, theis 
« teſtimony muſt finally be determined by the 


<« nature of the facts atteſt ; and will ever 
ee obtain more or leſs credit with men, as thoſe 
« facts are more of leſs conformable to obſerva- 
e tion and experience.“ This propoſition late- 
ly advanced by Mr. Hume“, is by Mr. Hearbrote 
endeavoured to be made good by the caſe of the 
miraculous interpofition of uitebes, than which 
<« there is riot,” he, in all hiſtory a fact 
« better atteſted'*— yet, in ſpite of all this forces 
ce of human teſtimony, the ſtrangeneſs of the 
<« thing, and it's remoteneſs from the r 
_ «courſe of nature, have at length prevailed: ſo 


4 *(Surely,” ſaith be, © no aſſertion was ever more confident- 
* ly or more falſely made: and it requires the greateſt charity in 
* the world to believe that this doctor's judgment, weak as i is, 
* did not give his conſclente the lye when he made it. Reply 
Nun,, 52. 030 55 „ Em 
b 7 N 102, 3. 


f C. Eſſay on Miracles. 13 
4 May not one juſtly ſuſpect that what hath exploded the be- 
lief of the 


reality of witchcraft, was not the rmgengſi of the 
thing, but the weakneſs arid inſufficiency of che evidence by which 
it was atteſted, Strength, indeed, of aſſeveration was nat wants, 
ing in theſe caſes, but the evidence ſeemeth to have been gene- 
rally defective fot proving that the firmge fat proceeded from 
the perſon accuſed for a witeh upon zecount of it. Our atiteſtors, 
lying under a ſtrong. pre poſſeſſion, were wont haſtily. to condemn, 
the accuſed, without giving due attention to this important queſ- 
ton; ö Db theſe fais, thus ſttongly atteſled, appear, from this 
* evidence; to hays the accuſed for theit autler ?““ Nice enqui» 
95 frequently traced them to other authors, and ſhewed them to 

cheats. | 
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« far, that the exiſtence of witches i is now no 


te longer believed *.” 
THe chriſtian reader will probably begin to 


_ tremble for the fate of the — if this 


conformity to obſervation and experience be really 
the criterion of the credibility of atteſted facts. 
For, if the ſtrangeneſs of witchcrafts, and their 
remoteneſs from the regular courſe of nature be the 
true and juſt cauſe why they have been © ranked 
«© among fables and chimera's,” then, the mira- 


cles of the goſpel, being at leaſt equally ſtrange, 


and equally remote from the regular courſe of na- 
ture, will, with equal juſtice be (as the writer 
mentioned labors, hath, f for this = reaſon, in- 
finuated that they ought to be) disbelieved, and 
ranked among fables and chimera s. 

' ACCORDING to this doctrine, no human teſ- 


timony can render credible a miraculous fact, as 


it hath in itſelf @ root of mncredivility, which no 
force of evidence can eradicate. 
Tnus is this unfortunate, incautious gentle- 
man fallen, unawares, into the toils; into a 
3 of fundamental, eſſential infidelity ; nor 
it poſſible for him, conſiſtently with this prin- 
ciple to afſent to the miracles of the goſpel, as 
real facts. 
He hath often, indeed, aſſerted on this occa- 


| fion that though . miracles, — conſidered diſ- 


te tinctly from ends and doctrines, will loſe all 
ce their credit and authority „A ceaſin 2 be * 
e lieved as real facts, yet w | 


a Reply p. 257 
« doctrines 
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« doctrines are found true * and worthy of God, 
te the proof of their divinity is compleated by 


c miracles *. 


Bor he hath urged, he can urge 1 
prog of this aſſertion. For if miraculo 
are incredible in their very nature, or, becauſe of 


their diſconformity to experience, let common ſenſe 
determine, whether their being appealed to in 


proof of the divine authority of the moſt evident 
truth that can be conceived, doth at all change 


their nature, give them a conformit fo experience, 
and render them credible. N wy 


10. Mocn is faid in this latter part of Mr. 
Heathcote's book, but little or nothing of argu- 
mentative. Whenever a reaſon is wanted to ſup- 
port his poſitions, ſome friendly, arbitrary quota- 
tion ſhall ſtep in, and fave him from his diſ- 
treſs. But as a queſtion in diſpute doth not de- 


a The reader may, perhaps, be diſheartned at the task here 
impoſed upon him by Mr. Heathcote, who requireth that he ſhould 
And, not = the worthineſs, fitneſs &c. but the truth of doc- 
trines, before the evidence of mitacles is to be admitted : But 
let him turn to the 63d page of our author's reply, and he will 
find, to his great comfort, that truth is not ſo difficult a thing to 
find, as hath been imagined, but is, indeed, /e/f evident; for 
that · it cannot be otherwiſe but that there muſt needs be ſome 
* natural affinity between truth and the underſtanding; ſomething 
in the mind of man ſo correſponding to truth, that he ſhall al- 
* ways know it as ſoon as he ſees it, and be able to ng it 
from every falſe appearance that mimicks it.“ 

b Reply p. 119. 

c Mr. Heathcote having quoted a long. paſſage from Dr. F His 
(Reply p. 119, 20, 21.) in favour of his own doctrine, and having, 
infinuated that this authority ought to be decifive with me, the 
reader is deſired to take notice, that I have not once mentioned 
that author, nor cited a line from him, either in the ſermon or it's 


illuſtration. 
F 2 pend 
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| upon authority and opinion, being decide- 
Rude the nature of the thing; * judici- 
ous reader will never ſuffer him, on the ſtrength 
of a quotation, to boaſt of a victory, when he 
hath, in truth, only made his eſcape, like Pa- 
ris, in a cloud .. ” 

Having now conſidered all his doctrines, if 
they may be called ſo, concerning miracles, I 
will beg leave to ſum up my own ſentiments 
upon this ſubject, which will demonſtrate how 
widely many of his cavils have been miſdi- 


rected. = | 
FissT then, let it be remembered, that the 
miracles whoſe validity I am alone concerned to 
maintain, are thoſe recorded in the goſpel ; mi- 
racles atteſted with a ſingular 1 of evi- 
dence *; and expreſly appealed to in confirmation 
of it's doctrines. | | 
SECONDLY that, concerning theſe miracles I 
maintain, that on their authority we ought im- 
plicitely to receive the doctrines as coming from 
God, though theſe doctrines cannot, in a// their 


a Hom. II. y. 

b St. Pet. Apol. p. 44. The reader will obſerve that theſe two 
circumſtances, viz. the fingular frength of evidence, and the ex- 
preſs application of them or appea/ made to them by the workers, 
for the confirmation of doftrines, are peculiar to, and characteriſ- 
tic of the miracles of the goſpel ; ſo that though we ſhould al. 
low, what we do not allow, that the miracles recorded of Ye/- 
paſian (for inſtance) are equally well atteſted with thoſe of the 
goſpel, yet as theſe ſuppoſed miracles were not wrought in e- 
preſs confirmation of any doctrines, they come not into compariſon 
with thoſe of the goſpel. They would only compel us, if we 
admitted their evidence, to confeſs that God had, in theſe in- 
ſtances, endued the emperor with a miraculous power, for ſome 
reaſon which we could not diſcover. 


branches 


4 


branches and articles, be made appear conſiſtent 
with the conceptions of man * ; the deciſfue au- 
thority of the miracles aſſuring us that they are 
thus conſiſtent, though our partial knowledge of 
facts in this caſe, permit us not to perceive it; 
and the longeſt life being too ſhort, even though 
we were maſters of the neceſſary facts, for euin- 
cing that every particular contained in the hiſto- 
ry and doctrines of the bible is conſiſtent with 
propoſitions ſnppoſed to be manifeſt truths, na- 
tural or moral. EI 
THis is the plain doctrine of the Chriſtian 
Apology and it's illuſtration, and the candid rea- 
der will judge whether it be not properly ſup- 
ported, 


a St. Pct, Apol. p. 3, Whatever oppoſition there may be be- 
tween this doctrine and the Paſſage of Jer. Taylor cited by Mr. 
Heathcote, Reply p. 29, note (x), they who have looked into 
ſome of this author's practical works, (written at a time of life 
when he had abandoned that ſceptical ſpirit which, as he ſeem- 
eth to have apprehended, gave much offence to good men in 
ſome parts of his /iberty of prophecying,) and particularly into his 
ſermon entitled Via inte/ligentiz, will readily allow, what I 
have ſaid, that Taylor would have pitied inſtead of abbetting 
the attempts of thoſe writers who undertake, with the ſhallow 
line of human conjecture, (the true name of reaſon partially 
informed) to fathom the deep things of God; and who concede 
to infidels that nothing is to be received, even upon the au- 
© thority of miracles atteſted with a Sngu/ar frength of evidence, 
* as a revelation from God, which cannot in all it's branches 
* and articles be made appear to be at leaſt not inconſiſtent with 
* the conceptions of man.” That I have employed this wri- 
© ter's authority to diſcredit the uſe of reaſon, is one of the 
many unſupported charges brought againſt me by Mr. Heathcote 
in behalf of the ſaid reaſon, whoſe intereſts I pretend to have 
ſupported more effectually than he hath done, whether I have ap- 
plied it more ſuceeſsfully or not, muſt be left to the determina- 
tion of the candid reader, | 

11. WE 
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11. We muſt not, however, take leave of 
the ſubject of miracles without taking a ſhort 
view of Mr. Heathcotes management of the caſe 
of Abraham (St. Pet. Apol. p. 64.) which very 
many perſons have judged to be decifive in fa- 
vour of the doctrine of the Chriſtian Apclogy, 
and in exception to his examining ſyſtem. 

I have 5 that according to this ſyſtem, 
Abraham muſt have ſuſpended his aſſurance that 
the voice which commanded him to flay his 
ſon, was a real revelation from heaven, till he 
ſhould have examined the matter of the com- 
mand by the principles of natural religion ; and 
that, in his examination, he would ſoon meet 
with two principles of it *, with which the com- 
mand was directly repugnant : he cannot there- 
fore, on Mr. Heathcote's plan, be defended from 
the imputation of fanatic raſhneſs, for obey- 

ing it. 
| 15 ow, now, doth this Gentleman go about 
to defend him? We may,” we are told, rea- 
% ſonably imagine he was nfallibly certain, that 
ce the voice was no deluſion, but actually from hea- 
'«yen*,” What? when the purport of it was 
directly repugnant to thoſe * principles of natu- 
« ral religion which are God's firſt revelation to | 
* mankind, and muſt be the ultimate teſt of e- 
« very other revelation, and by which, there- 
fore, all pretended revelations afterwards muſt 


a St. Pet, Apol. p. 65. | 
b 1. That parents are to love and cheriſh their children. 
2, That _ are not to commit murder, 
c Reply, p. 134. 
| P'Y, p. 134 « be 
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ce be examined, before we can know them to 
« be truly divine — or, in other words,. © by 
which, as by a teſt, every revelation” muſt 
e be tried, and approved, before it can gain ad- 
* mittance into the mind of man? Abrabam 


was therefore, according to Mr. Heathcote's doc- 


trine, „ infallibly certain, that the voice was a 


« delsfion.” Nor will it help this author out of 


his diſtreſs to add, as he doth, * he had like- 
e wiſe been aſſured that in Iſaac ſhould his ſeed 
« be called; and therefore offered him up the 


more chearfully, accounting, as St. Paul ſays, 
te that God was able to raiſe, him, even from 


« the dead.” This plea had been already thus 
precluded-; In vain will it be ſaid, (faith St. 


Pet. Apol. p. 65.) upon My. Heathcote's plan, in 
ce defence of Abraham's conduct, that he had 


<« reaſon to depend upon God's former promi- 
e ſes, and to believe that God would raiſe his 
* fon from the dead: this is ſuppoſing him aſ- 
* ſured that the command was from God, when 


« it's failure on the Zeſt, it's repugnancy to the 


« firſt and ſimpleſt principles of all morality and 
« religion, compelled him to pronounce it an 
c impoſture.” But Mr. Heathcote hath, we ſee, 


with great alertneſs overleaped this bar to his pla, 


and, with an air of triumph, proceedeth —“ $0 
e THAT this obedience did not, as this Doctor ig- 
te norantly affirms*, tend utterly to extinguiſh the 


a Uſe of R. p. 33. b Reply, p. 68. 

c To make this an ignorant affirmation, Mr. Heathcote, hath, 
after his wonted method, miſquoted this Doctor. His obedi- 
„ ence,” fay I, ** tended, in all human probability, utterly to 

*« extinguiſh 
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« pleaſing hope that had been given him. Prom 
« all which it is plain, that what Abraham did 
« was neither raſb nor enthufiaſtic, but the effect 
ce of great deliberation and forefight*,” Is he, 
then, proving this to me, who have contended 
for it? What he is to prove is, that what A- 
% braham did was not, according to his plan, raſh” 
« and enthuſiaſtic. But, having proved nothing 
of this, he addeth, he did in truth, examine 
&« the matter of the command” — How ? by Mr. 
Feathcote's teſt? — ( and, if St. Paul can be re- 
« lied on, it was the concluſion of reaſon that 
induced him to ſubmit to it” — it certainly 
was; the miraculous voice aſſured him, that 
the command was from heaven, and therefore 
he inpliciteiy, without putting it to Mr. Heath- 
cote's teſt, cc obeyed it oC T Xoygo ature, dedu- 
* cing by fair and logical reaſoning that God 
« was able” (God is able to do all things, 7here- 


* extinguiſh the pleaſing hope which had been given him.” St. 
Pet. Apol, p. 66. | | 
a Let the reader judge whether any thing be plain from what 
Mr, Heathcote hath ſaid, but that he is unable to fupport his 
cauſe ; and whether this expreſſion of his would not ſtrongly 
t one once more to quote upon him the Tale of a Tub. To 
his furious reſentment (which hath foamed through four pages) * 
of the wit, which he is pleaſed to find in that quotation, (St. Pet. 
Apol. p. 59.) I ſhall make no other reply than what Dr. Soath + 
made to his adverſaty's reproaches on a like occaſion: Why, 
is he ſo ſevere upon me for being witty ? It might have pleaſed 
« God to have made him a wit.” | | 
b Reply, p. 134, 5. e St. Pet. Apol. p. 66. 


Rey, p. 124, 5, 6, 7. 
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fare he is able to perform what he hath promi- 
ſed) © to raiſe up Jaac, even from the dead.“ 
Tur reader will now determine whether Mr. 
Heathcote hath made it out, that Abraham did 
examine the matter of the command, according 
to his plan, trying it by his teſt ; and whether 
St. Paul's Xoyioapuivs doth prove, that he ra- 
foned as Mr. Heathcote requireth us to reaſon, | 
the matter of a command, before we admit it 
or diuine. 
Bur he will not be greatly concerned whether 
ou allow this or not; for though he hath 
itherto laboured to prove 
_ FirsT, that Abrabom vip reaſon; he 5e 
ceedeth now to prove 
SECPNDLY, that he pip nor 1 
« They,” we are told © who were the inſtru- 
« ments of delivering a revelation to mankind 
ct are not to be put upon a level with thoſe who 
te were. to receive it from them: — they were 
c not always left to the free uſe of their natus 
te ral powers, but often-over-ruled by a r 
« tural and miraculous influence 
Fon progf of this, we are referred, 1K, to 
two Greek, and one Latin quotation; of which, 
the two former arbitrarily aſſert, that the inſpi- 
red are a fort of muſical inſtruments to the dis 
vine ſpirit ; and the other, as Mr. Heathcote ſaith, 
this opinion, aſſerteth < the prophets 
© minds to. be warmed, by divine impulſe, to an 
e unuſual degree, præter morem, 1 ee 
tranflation, « far above humanity.” 2 
1 Re 1 b Ibid. 2 
ply P. 133. G We 
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Wr are referred, 2dly, to the caſe of St. 
Paul, forced into his office by a viſion from 
heaven; and 3dly, to the caſe of Abraham, 
to whom © the command was delivered by God 
&« himſelf.” In theſe caſes © reaſon and common 
© notions are not appealed to, but born down by 
| = the ſtronger evidence of intuitive know- 
20 Now in anſwer to all this reaſoning, let us 
obſerve, fir/t, that it doth not appear from ſcrip- 
ture that reaſon and the natural powers were 
tc ver- ruled and born down” by inſpiration ; and 
that, indeed this propoſition cannot be aſſerted 
unleſs by him who will aſſert, that the doc- 
ce trines of a divine revelation may contradict ma- 
ee nifeſt natural or moral truths *.” Mr. Heath- 
cote, we ſee, is aſtoniſhingly got into the extreme 
= of oppoſition to-his own principles, and 

th here conſequentially maintained the incon- 
fiſtency of revelation with the clear diſcoveries 
of reaſon. © 8 

Lr us obſerve, ſecondly, that, whatever we 
are to determine concerning the illuminating in- 
ſp1ration of the prophets and apoſtles ; however 


a Reply p. 136. Since one evidence cannot bear down another, 
without contradicting it, would not an infidel be ſtrongly tempt- 
ed to repreſent Mr. Heathcorr's account here given of inſpiration, 
as amounting to what he hath twice quoted from Tully againſt 
the doctrine of the Chriftian Apology F Ut qui humanos ſenſus 
% amiſerit, divinos aſſecutus ſit. 

b How juſtly this real conſeguence of Mr. Heathcote's dofrine 
is fixed by him upon me, muſt be left to the judgment of the 
fair and equitable reader. He hath charged me with affirming 
that the matter of revelation contradicts our notions of God, 
and of the differences of good and evil.” Reply p. 156. 


we 
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we ſhould allow that they were taught the truths 
they were to teach, by ſuch illapſes of the divine 
ſpirit as did, (not, * — bear down, but how- 
ever,) ſuperſede the uſe of, the natural powers; 
the preſent caſe of Abraham is by no means to 
be ranked in the claſs of ſuch divine communi- 
cations. . God's addreſs to him is expreſsly ſaid 
to be, not an inſpiration, but a command for the 
ſake of trial* ; which, in the very nature of it, 
ſuppoſeth the perſon tried to be WH T to the free 
10 of his natural powers. And as the matter of 
this command was ſo evidently inconſiſtent with 
two fundamental principles of Mr. Heathcote's na- 
tural religion, this gentleman cannot ſuppoſe 
him to have been aſſured that it came from 
without giving up, what I have all along ſollicit- 
ed him to give up, his ultimate teſt for the trial 
of revelations ; and acknowledging, that miracles 
are deciſive proofs of: their divine origin. 

Mx. EHadlbelte s concluſion of this ſubject is 
another of his clear ſolutions of the matter *. D To 
«ſay THEN, that the prophets, that Paul, that 
« Abraham muſt have rejected theſe admonitions 
** and appearances, as only the fruits of a diſor- 
« dered imagination, is, in effect, to. ſay that 
“God cannot make a revelation of himſelf to 
© mankind ; which, as it is a conſequence of Dr. 
«* Patten's, 1 defire Dr. Patten may be anſwer- 
te able for it ©,” 

a And it came to paſs that God did tempt Abraham and 
* ſaid unto him, Abraham — take now thy ſon, thine only ſon 


* Tſaac, whom thou loveſt, and offer him for a burnt offering” 
Gen. 22. 1, 2. 


b Vide Tale of a Tub. c Reply p. 136. 
G 2 


Fiksr, 


* ä 
Fmsr, Dr. Patten hath, indeed, ſaid that 
e Abraham muſt,” according to Mr. Heathcote's 
examining dotrine, © have rejected the admoni- 


* tion” to flay his ſon * ; and therefore, ſecondly, 
If this be, ( thoug h I ſee not that it is) in ef- 
Swe — make a revelation 


of himſelf to mankind,” it is a conſequence of 


Mr. Heathcote's, and Mr. Heathcote muſt be an- 
_— for it. 

. My ſecond illuſtration for manifeſting the 
neceſſity reſting the credibility of the goſpel 
upon it's external proofs, confiſted in ſettin — 
the utter incapacity of the greateſt part 

kind for examining any other proofs. 

Mn. Heathcote's reaſoning, in his way of rea- 
ſoning, againſt the purport of this illuſtration, 
— ſpread itſelf, (without denying the fact al- 

3) through nine pages, in which he hath 
— Breros a plan of ular exhortation, 
which I will beg — to dite from; it is, * to 
* incite the — to raiſe themſelves up as 
* nearly as poſſible to the level of the few, by 
* the ſame caltjradion of their natural powers 

As the method by which the few have culti- 
vated their natural powers, is by recourſe had to 
ſcience and learned languages, and the a — 
authors who have 24 in thoſe languag : 
and in our own, I can by no'means think of 
ving Mr. Heathcote's yr to the mult 
ſince, fir/?, it is not neceſſary to the ends of re- 
gion; and, ſecondly, would manifeſtly tend to 
beggar the land, if it were even attempted; and, 

2 St. Pet. Apol. p. 64, 86. b Reply p. 146, 

* thirdly, 


EF: 


arch, could not, after all be a to any 
I would therefore admoniſh the mul- 
— to think themſelves happy if the exigen- 
cies of life have permitted them to learn to read; 
— they may be able, as Mr. Heathcote faith, 
to ſearch the ſcriptures, and enquire into the grounds 
and reaſons of a chriſtian's faith; that is, that 
they may read of thoſe miracles which Jeſus did, 
and which are written that ye may believe that 
es is the Chriſt, the ſon of God, and that, be- 
eving, ye may have life through his name hat 
they may have immediate recourſe to God's A- 
wing oracles, as far as the neceſſary occaſions of - 
life will * and, from their childhood may 
know the holy ſcriptures which are able, being re- 
ceived into an honeſt and good heart, 0 make 
them wiſe unto ſabvation *. 
Bur if it have been their fate to be denied 
the means of having recourſe to the holy ſcrip- 
tures with their eyes, yet is not their caſe deſpe- 


rate while their ears are open; though, accord- 


ing to Mr. Heathcote's examining ſyſtem, they (nay 
the learned. themſelves,) have no hope. Let 


them but diligently attend, what the laws of this 
land would compel them to attend, the ſervice 
of the church, and they will be ſure to hear the 
mighty works whereby Jeſus Chriſt demonſtra- 
ted himſelf to be the ſon of God, and the hea- 
venly doctrines which he taught; and if their 
miniſter. be ſuch a one as, agreeably to his ſolemn | 
vow, preacheth not himſelf but Chriſt Jeſus the 
Lord, and himſelf their Servant for Feſus fake *, 

2 John 20. 30, 41. b 2 Tim. 3.15. e 2Cor.4-5* 
18 „ 


— 


. 
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not ſeeking his own praiſe, but * the profit of 
© many, they may be ſaved; if ſuch be 

their miniſter, they will hear theſe doctrines, ac- 
knowledged for divine upon their proper ap- 
pointed credentials, explained according to the 
enalogy of faith, and preſſed upon their conſcien- 
ces by all thoſe powerful motives by which the 
ſpirit of God hath been pleaſed to recommend 
them; and ſo may they, by his gracious favour, 
though they cannot read, be bleſſed in the num- 
ber of thoſe who hear the word of God and keep 


13. Is expoſtulating with Mr. Heathcote in 


the behalf of the deciſive authority of, miracles, I 


had obſerved that his method of joining iſſue 


with infidels upon his previous, internal proof, 
bad made no impreſſion, gained no ground up- 
on infidelity. This aſſertion Mr. Heathcote doth 


not deny ; but asketh what the divine muſt have 
done, when the infidel aroſe and objected to the 


matter of revelation, declaring its ends and doc- 


trines to be abſurd, contradictory and unworthy 
of God? «© Muſt he have owned, faith he, the 


4 objection to be well grounded? Muſt he have 


« allowed that Chriſtianity is not founded on argu-- 


, ment, and therefore, cannot be defended upon 


te rational principles? Yes, ſays this doctor, he 


* muſt have allowed it; no life being long e- 


enough to prove the contrary *. 
» ACCORDING to this repreſentation, he who 


aſſerteth that life is not long enough for anſwer- 
ing all the objections which may be made to a 


SE doctrine 
3 


=_— 
doctrine, doth by that aſſertion allow the doc- 
trine to be indefenſible upon rational principles, 
abſurd, contradictory, and unworthy of God ! 
As cloſely reaſoned, as if it ſhould be ſaid that, 
becauſe I aſſert no life to be long enough to 
prove to the vulgar the contrary of all their igno- 


rant objections to the late regulation of the „ile, - 


therefore I aſſert that this regulation is indefenſible 
upon rational principles, abſurd, contradictory, and 
unworthy of the legiſlature | | 5 
Mx. Heathcote having been thus unfortunate 
and unſucceſsful in anſwering for this doctor, let 
me have leave to anſwer for myſelf to his queſ- _ 
tion What muſt the divine have done when 


« the infidel aroſe who objected to the matter of — 
« revelation, declaring both it's ends and doc- + ' 


« trines to be abſurd, contradictory and unwor= *-. 
« thy of God ?” 4: 2 


Tux divine, then, I ſay, ſhould have replied, "I 


and would to God every divine had thus replied! 
That the general end, and, at leaſt, the moral doc= 
trines of this revelation are not even by infidels 
excepted againſt ; and if ſome particulars of it 
ſhould ſeem to be unreconcileable with our no- 
tions of things, we ought to rank them with o- 
ther appearances both in human life, and in the 
courſe of nature, which we cannot explain while 


we remain ignorant of thoſe circumſtances which; 


if known, might make us aſhamed of our raſh- 
neſs in pronouncing upon them : — That the 
meſſenger of this revelation wrought many 
mighty works, performable only through divine 


power, and appealed to them in confirmation = 


* 
* 
- „ 2 * 
- —_ 
| ; 1 * 
7 N * P 
* FR 
= 1 * „ 
*» & 


his divine miſſion ; — that theſe mighty works 


= are related by the eye-witneſſes of them, « that 


4 


« of God, and that, believing, we may have life 
«in his name: — That therefore, in the dif- 
ficult caſes we are ſpeaking of, the true infe-- - 
rence is, That the revelation is therefore wile, 
te and good, and juſt, and fit to be received and 
e ſubmitted to by us, becauſe we have ſufficient 
cc reaſon to believe it comes from God..“ 
Tux obvious benefit of giving this anſwer to 
the infidel's objections is, that the debate, which 
hath now dilated itſelf into an endleſs variety of 


+ yain janglings, concerning the fitneſs and reaſons + 


© ableneſs of almoſt every dofirine delivered, and 


falt recorded in the bible, would have been 


hereby confined to the iſſue of one ſingle point, 
viz; whether the miracles of the goſpel are de- 
«.cifive proofs of a divine commiſhon?”  -» 
Ix the affirmative of this queſtion be true, all 
enquiries concerning the fitneſs of the matter ol. 
2 John XX. zo, 31. 4225 Fe 

b This Sentence 3s of a Paſſage already cited in St. Pet. 
Apol. p. 72. from the late Bp of London's firſt Paſtoral Letter, 
and is fo clearly expreſſive of my meaning, that I could not pre · 
vail upon myſelf to put it in any other words. Mr. Heathcote hath 


cited a 52 from the ſame author, which he would have us 
tale for 


is real ſentiments, and would inſinuate that it's purport 
is oppoſite to that of the paſſage cited by me. Whether his Lord - 
ſhip be in all his writings conſiſtent with himſelf, it coneerneth 
not me to enquire; certain it is that when he wrote what. I have 
extracted from him, he was entirely of my opinion with regard 
to the deri/ive ant hority of the external evidence of the goſpel; and 
the reaſons which he hath offered for this opinion have never been 
attempted to be overthrown but by looſe declamation in fayour 


of the powers and liberties of reaſon, which are, in truth, not in 


the leaſt infringed by the doctrine here maintained. 


the 


CT 
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the revelation are not only impertinent, but blaſ« _.*- 


phemous alſo, The divine credentials will de- 
mand an implicit aſſent and reverence to the * _ 


doctrines, and an active ſubmiſſion of our par- 
tially- informed reaſon to the infinite n 
and — all- knowing wiſdom of God. 

14. THE chief cauſe why the proof of the 
truth of chriſtianity hath been taken off from 
this footing, was in ſome meaſure, I fear, hat 
hath been before intimated ; the reaſoning pride 
of ſome chriſtian writers, who found the temp- 
tation of honour and applauſe to be acquired 
by ingenious pleadings upon points of * 

jon, too ſtrong to be refiſted. 

Bor another conſiderable cauſe of this ada | 
viſed ſtep, hath been the too haſtily 5 
ledging, that becauſe ſome miracles ſeem to be 
hinted in ſcripture to have been wrought by evil 
ſpirits, (though theſe, if accurately examined, 
might, as hath been intimated, perhaps come 
to nothing,) and alſo, becauſe numbers of Pagan 
and Popiſh miracles have been ſtrongly atteſted, 
therefore the miracles of the goſpel are not, of 
themſelves, ſufficient proofs of the divine miſ- 
fion of thoſe who wrought them; Þ - 

- Tris conceſſion wopld never have ot made, 
had due attention been paid 1. To the my ri 
neſs of the miracles of Jeſus Chriſt; 2. to thaw: 

peculiar beneficent nature; 3. to their peculiar 
ng th of evidence; and 4. The peculiar, — | 
— made to tbem for evincing the divine 
of doctrines. | 


H THESE 
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Tuxsx joint-circumſtances are characłeriſtie 
marks of ſo eſſential a ſuperiority of the goſpel- 
miracles * over all others that have been heard 


a of, as will not ſuffer any of them to come in any 


ſort of competition with thoſe, for the deciſive- 
neſs of whoſe evidence-I am contending. 
TuxRx is no miracle any where recorded, 
which doth not fall ſhort of thoſe, of the goſpel 
in ſome one or more of theſe characteriſtic marks; 
and therefore not one of them can be alledged 
in abatement of the convincing force of the mira- 
cles which are poſſeſſed of thoſe marks. 
I x the mighty works of the goſpel then, 
“ Behold the fortreſs, erected by the Captain 
« himſelf of our ſalvation, of a chriſtian's rea- 
e ſoning ! The naturally fortified poſt, which 
ehe deſert, to purſue the enemy, through eager- 
& neſs for the hone of a victory, into the bogs 
Land quagmires of abſtract reaſoning, the very 
e province of the ruler of the darkneſs of this 
* world, he will then fall a ſure prey to his de- 
W vi ces ” = ; 

I5. NoTHING more unkind hath paſſed from 
Mr. Heathcotein this debate, than his attempt to 
embroil me with my old friend the author of a 
ſermon lately publiſhed, whom he hath repre- 
ſented as expoſtulating with me, in a paragraph 
which he citeth from that. ſermon, which doth not 
ſtand in any ſort of oppoſition to, (and certainly 
the purport of the ſermon coincideth with) the 
doctrine advanced by me. 

a Including thoſe of the old teſtament, whoſe reality and im- 
portance is eſtabliſhed by the goſpel, + 


* 4 * 4 
Ma. 
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Mn. Heathcote's ſurmiſe is grounded only upon 
one ſingle, ſhort expreſſion in that ſermon, fi- 
milar to one in mine. | | 
I rap faid that it would be fatal to chriſtians + 
to deſert the naturally-fortified poſt of the goſpel- 


miracles, (which would be done by allowing 


that they are not deciſive proofs of Jeſus Chriſt's | 


divine miſſion,) and to purſue the enemy into 
the bogs and quagmires of abſtract reaſoning, 
which would be done by allowing, that a chriſ- 
tian apologiſt ought to explain, and accordingly 
undertaking to explain, all the difficulties, re- 
concile all the ſeeming inconſiſtencies, and ſolve 
all the objections which may be alledged againſt 
any part of the ſcriptures, before the evidence of 
the miracles for their divine origin can be ad- 
mitted, | 
Dorn then the expoſtulation referred to, ſtand 
in any oppoſition to this doctrine? - doth it inſt 
upon our purſuing the enemy into the bogs and 
quagmires of abſtract reaſoning ? or allow that 
miracles of Jeſus Chriſt are not decrſfve proofs of 
his divine miſſion? On the contrary, 1s it not 
the general drift and ſcope of the ſermon, to e- 
vince the credibility of the goſpel-hiſtory ? and 
is not the great uſe of evincing it, the ſecuring 
the firm aſſent of mankind to thoſe miraculous 
fats which' make that external evidence of the 
goſpel for whoſe importance I have been all a- 
long contending? Why, then, will Mr. Heath- 
cote preſume to fix upon that gentleman's expo- - 
ſtulation a deſign which doth not hold any con- 
ſiſtency, either with the expoſtulation itſelf, or 
Fa | H 2 with 
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with the purport of the ſermon from whence it 
is extracted 

I HAvE farther complaint to make agninſt Mr, 
Heathcote in behalf of the author of this ſermon. 

He hath uſed an expreſſion in it as a handle 
for caſting the imputation of ignorance on two 
gentlemen, who, as that author will be ready to 
acknowledge, have as good reputation for enrth= 
ing and abilities as himſelf. 

LasTLy, He hath inſinuated, that this au- 
thor's apprehenſions, ( expreſſed in the cloſe of 
his ſermon,) * leſt, the 1 — method of ſup- 

&« porting chriſtianity being diſcarded it's real evi- 
* dences ſhould grow out of uſe, and it's credi- 
e hility in conſequence of this, in time wear a- 
« way; he hath, I fay, inſinuated that theſe 
1 have in their view the doctrine of 

chriſtian apology — which hath inſiſted upon 
the uſe and allegation of thoſe very evidences, (the 
facts recorded in the goſpel-hiſtory,) which it is 
the buſineſs of the fermon on the goſpel-credibili- 
ty to ſupport! an inſinuation which obliquely 
chargeth the author of this ſermon with having 
gone out of his way on purpoſe to caſt a reproach 
upon a plan which is ſo nearly allied to his own. 

16. In this writer's 151ſt page our doctor is 
charged with having dropped inſinuations, and 
with ſuppoſing by the tenor of his plan, that the 
riſe and progreſs of infidelity is owing, in a great 
meaſure to the uſe of reaſon. This poſition hath 
often indeed by this writer and others been char- 
gee but never once attempted to be proved upon 

e author of the — Apology and it's * 

tber 
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ther illuſtration, in both which, the nature and 
grounds of juſt reaſoning are clearly ſet forth; 
and the ſucceſsful application of it to religious 
ſubjects pointed out and recommended, and no- 
thing declared againſt but that groſſeſt offence 
againſt reaſon © the confident deducing of con- 
« cluftons from precarious, uncertain premiſes.” 
Bur taking it for granted that his charge a- 
gainſt our doctor is true, he proceedeth to aſſert 
that « nothing is more inconceivable” than m 
fancied poſition, © or appears to have leſs foun- 
« dation in fact.“ ee tit ang 
Tnobo his proof of what I have not denied 
doth not affect me, let us, for curioſity, take a 
view of it. It is this, that in popiſh countries, 
« where the uſe of reaſon is forbid under the 
« ſtrongeſt pains and penalties, infidelity prevails 
e more than in any other parts of Chriſtendom.” 
Now the queſtion is, whether, 1 
theſe pains and penalties, thoſe infidels may not 
uſe their reaſon ? If this ſhould be the caſe, the 
proof is altogether inconcluſive. It's form is as 
followeth: eee wn 
Infidelity prevails moſt in popiſh countries 
where the uſe of reaſon is ſtrictly forbidden; 
Therefore infidelity cannot be owing to the 
ue of © 2 e 
Wr RE we to admit the fact aſſerted in the 
antecedent propoſition, the conſequence dedu- 
ced from it is altogether Heathcotran. If you de- 
ny this conſequence, his direct proof of it muſt 
Tn" j 


* 
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Reaſon is not exerciſed when the uſe of it is 
forbidden under ſtrong pains and penalties. 
No the teſtimony which he hath adduced 
from the wie and moſt judicious Biſtop Burnet 
for proving that © in Italy men of ſearching un- 
« derſtandings turn infidels” (which, by the way 
1s no proof, though intended as a proof, of the 
antecedent propoſition) unfortunately aſſerteth 
that it is by the uſe and exerciſe of reaſon that 
theſe ſearching geniuſes turn infidels : © finding, 
e ſaith the biſhop, ſuch notorious cheats as ap- 
« pear in many parts of their religion, they are, 
* upon that, induced to disbelieve the whole.” 
If they did got exert their reaſon how could they 
diſcover theſe cheats, or infer from them the 
falſchood of their religion ? | 
ONE cannot however allow their underſtand- 
ings to be ſo very ſearching as the good biſhop 
would make them; ſince it is beneath even 
common-ſized underſtandings to take ſo prepoſ- 
terous a ſtride to it's conclufion, as to infer that 
« becauſe one claſs of chriſtians introduce noto- 
e rious cheats into religion, therefore chriſtianity 
e itſelf is to be rejected. | 
His friend Chillingworth cited along with 
Burnet for the ſupport of his aſſertion, doth no 
leſs peremptorily turn evidence againſt him. 
« Confider,” faith Chillingworth, © the ſwarms 
* of deiſts in Taly, and then tell me whether 
* your unreaſonable and contradictious doctrines, 
* your forged miracles and counterfeit legends 
* have not in all probability produced this effect. 
If the reaſon of thoſe ſwarms of deiſts had * 
| exerted | 
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exerted itſelf, notwithſtanding pains and penal- 
ties, to diſcover and reject the contradictions 
and forgeries with which popery aboundeth, 
they had quietly and unſuſpectingly ſwallowed 
down all that was propoſed to them by that ab- 
ſurd church, and the name of infidelity had not 
been heard of amongſt them. 

TH vs inconcluſive are this gentleman's argu- 
ments, thus refractory his evidence! And the 
ſhort moral to be drawn from what hath been 
obſerved upon them is, that a man may make 
loud outcries in behalf of- the reaſoning faculty, 
without underſtanding how to reaſon. 

17. Tux paſſage cited in St. Pet. Apol. from 
Mr. Leſlie, was produced for no other purpoſe 
than that which it plainly ſerveth ; viz. to prove 
ce that this gentleman thought miracles to be, of 
« themſelves, ſufficient proofs of a divine miſ- 
ce fion.” That paſſage is no part of the ſcheme 
of his ſhort method, but a ſuppoſition on which 
that work proceedeth. The ſcheme of the work * 
is „to prove, by four marks, found in the mi- 
« racles of Moſes and Jeſus Chriſt, (but incom- 
« patible with falſely pretended miracles) that 
e thoſe miracles were really wrought :” a propo- 
ſition which, when proved, Mr. Leſlie /uppoſeth 
will put their divine, miſſion out of all diſpute; 

ſinee their miracles if true, do,” as he taketh 
it for granted, vouch the truth of what they 
« delivered.” 

Bur Mr. Heathcote, who hath read over the 

« ſhort method — and likewiſe the defence of it,” 
a See Leſlie's ſhort method with the _—_— 
4 ; 
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informeth us, that Mr. Leſſies drift in boch 
« theſe performances is (what the reader hath 
juſt now ſeen it is not) © to prove that miracles 
te are ſufficient to eſtabliſh the divinity of the 
_ goſpel ; which,” ſaith he, I am ſo far from 
« denying, that I affirm this divinity cannot be. 
« proved without them *.” — As if one ſhould 
ſay, I am ſo far from denying that the know- 
ledge of the rules of proſody is a ſufficient quali- 
fication for compoſing an epic poem, that I af- 
firm ſuch a poem cannot be made without it | 
But, ſeriouſly ; if Mr. Heathcote doth not, as he 
hath here intimated he doth not, deny the ſuff- 
ciency of miracles to eſtabliſh the divinity 45 the goſ- 
bel, let the reader determine whether he hath 
not, by this intimation, given up the point which 
it is the main purpoſe of both his books to main- 


tain, | 

18. Tux verſes cited i in St. Peter's Chriſtian 
Apology” from Mr. Pope, were placed there as 
well deſcribing ſome of the monſtrous principles 
of Socinus, and thoſe bitter fruits of them, which 
the Chriſtian Apology had lamented. 

Bur not the leaſt hint was given or intended 
againſt Mr. Heathcote, as I doubt not the candid 
reader, who hath attended to that part of my 
book, will do me the juſticg to allow. This gen- 
tleman hath taken theſe verſes to himſelf; and 
how far he hath now gained, a title to them i in 
ſtiling Sociniantſm an 111 evil*, let others 


judge. 


5 | Peply, p. 157, 1 &F; 20. { c Reply, p. 1 
| 19. To 


[65] 

109. To what purpoſe the long ſtory, extend» 
ed through thirteen pages, — Cholingwarth 
and Cheynell, is introduced, is hard to be diſcos 
veted ; unleſs it was intended that the kind rea- 
der ſhould look upon Mr. Heathcote as a Chilling» 
worth, and his adverſary as a Cheynell. 

I doth not belong to this place to enquire 
into the principles of either af thoſe writers; 1 
_ — —_— hone Heathcote hath dealt 
unfairly with poor Cheyne/l in repreſenting him 
as having aſſerted © that maſter chli gun ib did 
“run mad with 2 much reaſon *.” The paſſage 
alledged by him from Cheynell as containing that 
aſſertion, is this: Reaſon tells you that there 
te are ſome things above reaſon; and you cannot 

« be ſo unreaſonable as to make reaſon judge vf 
e thoſe things which are above reaſon. Remem- 
te ber that maſter Chilling worth, your friend, did 
« run mad with reaſm — To the former part 
of this paſſage, every man of found ſenſe will, 
I believe, ſubſcribe, viz. that ſone things are as 
bove reaſon ; and it is unreaſonable to make reaſon 
Judge of thoſe things which are' above reaſon. And 
if Mr. Cheynell thought he ſaw juſt cauſe for fix- 
ing the imputation of this procedure upon ma- 
tor Chillingworth, then, he did not charge him 
„With ruuning mad, for too much reaſon, but for 
to little, that is, for being wnreaſonable,  - | 
"" F $RALL not here entet upon the foreign en- 
quity, what might be the real merit of Cheynell 
or of hillingworib; whether the one exalted, or 
the other decried human reaſon abſurdly. The 


4 Reply, p. 163. 1 b Ibid. 
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one remark I ſhall make on this occaſion is, that 
it hath been Mr. Heathtote's aim throughout this 
whole debate, to repreſent himſelf as an advo- 
cate for the powers and liberties of reaſon, and his 
adverſary as attempting to deſtroy or enflave it. 
Deceived, or at leaſt endeavouring to impoſe upon 
his readers, by this 3 in reaſoning, which 
is termed ignoratio Elenchi, (a miſapprehenſion 
of his adverſary's propoſition, and a fierce attack 
made upon it ſo miſrepreſented *,) he hath not 
once, throughout his two books, attempted to 
overthrow the real, peculiar doctrine of the 
Chriſtian Apology, viz. That the only foundation 
of that effective reaſoning. which produceth 
knowledge of real truth, is the aſſured knowledge 
of thoſe fats and realities which the reaſoning 
ſuppoſeth ; . becauſe if, after all, there ſhould be 
no ſuch facts and realities, and the ideas em- 
ployed in the reaſoning ſhould be only fantaſic 
ideas; the knowledge, obtained by ſuch reafon- 
ing would be the knowledge, not of real, but 


a' This Sophiſm hath in the ſame manner deceived the brisk 
author of à preface to a late book entitled, I Free and Candid 
Examination of the Principles advanced in the Bp of London's Ser- 
mons : Who hath inſulted and triumphed over the author of the 
Chriſtian Apology, as intending to overthrow the porvers and li- 
berties of reaſon, — againſt which he hath not ſpoken one ſyllable, 
To check the eagerneſs of reaſon, haſtning to deduce concluſions 
from uncertain premiſes, and pronounce upon facts without a 
proper knowledge of their circumſtances, is certainly no more de- 
claring againſt the powers and liberties of reaſon, than it is de- 
claring againſt the powers and liberties of fight to caution a man 
not to pronounce peremptorily on objects which he vieweth in 
an inſufficient degree of light: a raſhneſs which hath often meta- 
morphoſed a range of buſhes into an army of ſoldiers, and an el- 
bow chair into an apparition. a 

5 | chimerical 
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chimerical truth. This is the inconteſtable prin- 
ciple from which I have clearly inferred, that 
ſince man is neceſſarily unacquainted with many 
of thoſe fat7s and realities, (nay all, but the few 
that are revealed,) by which God's various deal- 
ings with mankind are guided, in the proceſs of 
his creation, providence, and redemption ; 
therefore it is arrogance and vain preſumption to 
pronounce deciſively, from topical reaſonings, 
concerning the wiſdom, juſtice, goodneſs - of 
thoſe acts and doctrines recorded in ſcripture, 
which he hath not there explained to us: how- 
ever his good ſpirit may explain them to the 
meek and lowly Chriſtian, who hath, on the 
offered credentials of miracles, given himſelf up 
implicitly to the guidance of his heavenly teacher. 
Mx. Heathcote, I ſay, hath not once attacked 
the principle from whence this conſequence evi- 
dently floweth, and which, indeed, is a firm 
ſupport to all that I have any where adyanced 
concerning the deciſive evidence of miracles, If 
this principle be true, then that evidence-which 
is called internal, (viz. the perception of the con- 
ſonance of the whole matter of revelation with 
wiſdom, juſtice, goodneſs, natural or moral 
truth; this evidence) is not naturally within our 
reach, and therefore, either the external is ſuf- 
ficient, or the goſpel hath no ſufficient evi- 
dence *, ; 

a This disjunctive argument will I apprehend be demonſtrative 
to Chriſtians, * that miracles are, of themſelves, deciſive proofs 
« of the divine authority of the gofpel; and I have endeavour- 
ed, in ſome parts of this book, to demonſtrate the ſame propofi - 
tion by ſuch conſiderations as ought to weigh with infidels. | 

I 2 20, No 


| (a) 
20. No material article of Mr. 'Heathcote's 
book remaineth now unnoticed, beſides his vin- 
dication of that ſeemingly difingenuous 
tion from the editors of Mr. Hutchin non, in which 
he hath ſuppreſſed the important words we say 

vor, an omiſſion which, as he 

« hath made a great deal of noiſe *.” 

Or all his ſeverities there is none ſo uncharit- 
able as his infinuation on this occafion, © that it 
ill be impoſſible to ſatisfy me by any account 
| te he can give ®, b ”» 

HIS plea (p. 15, 16.) is plauſible enough. 


He conceived that the editors had unſaid, in the 


latter part of the paſſage in queſtion, the cen- 
ſure which they had ſeemed to paſs upon Mr. 
Hutchinſon in the former part of it, and this was 
the reaſon © wHy HE DROPPED TEM,“ with- 
out thinking he deviated, by the omiſſion, from 
their meaning in the amount of the whole 
ph. Had he ſtopped here, all had been ri ght, 
and many of his readers, and Dr. Patten — 
them, would readily have believed his plea to 
be ſincere, whatever they had judged of its real 
merit. 
Bur he hath aden ruined all by ur- 
gin g his juſtification too-far, He proceedeth in 
following paragraph to. clear himſelf farther, 
by informing us of what he ſtileth * another 
Li lade: which he made 1 in quoting from _ 
| : 7 hy, 2.05: turn ” is Mende in ab e Uk of R. 
Note (M) he will find that the blunderer hath erected upon ad ip a 


ſevere ſarcaſm upon Mr. Hutchinſon's editors and followers ; in 
Which latter claſs he expreſs]y, in that Note, as well as in Note 


(P) p. 99 &c, 


169 J 
« Hutchinſon himself, Here it is plainly intima- 
ted that the omiſſan in queſtion was nat owing. 
to the reaſon juſt now pleaded, but to a blunder, 
or a miſapprehenfion of his author's meaning, 
Read on to the cloſe of this very paragraph and 
you will be apprized of a new cauſe of this an- 
fon — © Surely,” faith he, © I have a right to be 
believed concerning the omiſſion above, when. 
« I fay that it flowed from Forgetfulneſs, my noe 
*« from deſign. 

Ms. Heathcote hath, then, preſented us » wth 
three cauſes of his dropping the wards WE SAY 
NOT ; Viz, 

Fuſt, Deſgn; | 

Secondly, not defign, but forgetfulneſe 3 
,.. Thirdly, &/unger, or miſap 
Let the reader make his own choice out of this 
curious _— which our author hath thus 
kindly ſpread before him. 

They who have attended to this examination 
of Mr. Heathcote's reply, 'muſt now be left to 
determine in what manner he hath © expoſed the 
« fool and unmasked the. knave *.” 

To them it is likewiſe referred to determine, 
_ againſt whom he hath aſſerted, or whether, in- 
| deed, he hath at all aſſerted, the cauſe of rea- 

« ſon and liberty *;” and how far he hath pro- 
moted, or how far diſſerved, © the pure and un- 
<« corrupted religion of the goſpel *. 4 | 
(P) p. 99 &e, ranketh Dr. Patten. The reader may, if he 


compare theſe two notes with what Mr. Heathcote faith, Reply, 


p. 70. ** Now I did not charge him (Dr. P.) with being a fol- 
. lower of Mr. Hutchinſon." 
a Reply, p. 178. b ib. e ib. 


Bur 
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Bur whatever others may judge of theſe 
ints, Mr. Heathcote himſelf is perfectly well 
tisfied with his exploit. Life, he is perſwa- 
te ded, cannot be pen more laudably ;” and, 


«luckily, he wanteth neither reſolution, nor ſpi- 
rit, nor leiſure for undertakings of this kind, being 
independent, not only upon any man, but upon 

3 in the world; placed, as He is, by 
« his fortune” not, like many others, above the 
want of © the neceſſaries of life,” but, in a de- 
gree of angelic perfection, above the neceſſaries 
themſelves *. Unleſs, perhaps he hath commit- 
ted a miſtake in this place, in uſing the word 


neceſſaries, when his ſentiment required the word 
neceſſities. 


Bur however right he may be as to his ſpirit, 
reſolution, leiſure, or indpendency, he will now 
be convinced, one may hope, that he hath miſ- 
taken his zalents in conceiving himſelf to be a 
reaſoner, and that if he were ſo, he would, how- 
ever, have miſapplied them in undertaking the 
defence of a cauſe, which is indeed indefenſible 
by the acuteſt reaſoner, | 

Tu x evidence of the goſpel is ſuch as God 
hath eſtabliſhed it, and no human ingenuity can 
alter it. Imagination, indeed, may pleaſingly 
dreſs up her own conceits, but © the counſel of 
te the Lord, that” alone © ſhall ſtand” The pro- 
phecies of the old teſtament, foreſhewing the 
anointed of God, the redeemer of the world ; 


- a Reply, p. 179. —* who are by their fortunes above the ne- 
** ceſaries of life, and who ought by their philoſophy to be above 
the ſuperfluities of it.” 9 2 |; . 


and 
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and ſo wonderfully accompliſhed in the perſon 
of Jeſus Chriſt — The miracles and need 5 
and ſigns wrought and expreſsly 
evincing his divine miſſion — * 
tranſcendent miracle of his . 2 
firmed to choſen witneſſes, who in their 
ing conſtantly appealed to this and to the reſt of 
his miracles, and to the teſtimony. born to him 
by all the prophets, as to irrefragable proofs of 
the divine truth of the doctrines which they came 
to preach in his name, all along producing theſe 
credentials before they propoſed thoſe: doctrines 
— Theſe circumſtances, I fay, are a demonſtra- 
tion for every ſerious chriſtian, that theſe various 
miracles were appointed by God for decifive in- 
ſtruments of conviction to mankind, =. 

Hap the ingenious modern plan of demon- 
ſtration been of God's appointment, we may 
reaſonably enquire, 

_ . FirsrT, whether the articles of revelation _ 
not have been ſo fully ſet before us in all their 
circumſtances, , as to make us competent. judges 
of the fitneſs and propriety of each of them? 
would they not have been propoſed to us as phi- 
loſophers, rather than eee as to diſeaſed 
patients, and diclated as to captives intended to be 
freed from impending death? We may enquire, 

SECONDLY, Whether we ſee in the preaching 

of Chrift and his apoſtles, the leaſt traces of this 


plan? Whether their doctrines are any where 
opoſed and ſubmitted to examination, and en- 
forced by argumentation on the propriety, fitneſs, 
r n and conſiſtency with natural — 
0 
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of the ſeveral articles of them? Do we find theſe 


teachers any where ſaying, * Theſe are the does 
_ «trines we are ſent to examine them, 
“and try firſt ; whether, ſor any thing that rea- 
* fon hath to urge to the contrary, they may be di- 
«vine truths ; and when they have approved 
«themſelves to your ' underſtandings by an evi- 
« dent conſiſtency with all the natural and moral 
e trutbs you know, then let theſe inſtances of 
cc miraculous power, ( common, we confeſs, to 
«us with evil ſpirits) convince you that they are 
«divine truths Fo | 
On do we not ſee theories of all this in 
their proceedings? Not a doctrine is, through 
out the goſpel, enforced from the conſideration 
of it's fitneſs, and correſpondency with common 
notzons, nor indeed from any other regſaning but 
ſuch as proceedeth either, yt, upon Fewi/h 
principles, i. e. upon the ſu 2 of the di- 
vine authority of the old tei ; (of which 
fort are many of the reaſonings of St Paul;) or, 
fecondly, chriſtian principles, i. ce. upon the 
— the = argues b che eb z 
or, thirdly, upon this principle of the chriſtian 
apology, «that the miracles recorded in the goſ- 
«pe are decifive proofs of a divine authority.” 
AnD it ought to be ſeriouſly remembred u 
this occaſion; That the fin of of Aaken ag the 
Holy Ghoſt, whoſe irreverſible ſentence, pronoun · 
— aint Chriſt himſelf, is eternal damnation, is 
elſe, but the aſſerting of that, 
Vick Ai oo rj — 006+ 
amining doctrine, That ſuch miracles as were 
« wrought 


m3) 


« wrought oy Jean Cui may proceed from un- 

«clean ſpirits 

How nearly, then, * approach to 
dreadful ſin, who engage hey pon to to the 
to this blaſphemous. n, unleſs they can ſo 
explain be things of the ſpirit of God to infidels, 
(who, in their infidel-ſtate, cannot diſcern them *) 
as to demonſtrate to them the conſiſtency of e- 
very part of ſcripture with every manifeſt trurb, 
natural or moral, which may ou to ſtand in op- 

poſition to it | 


TES conſiderations will, we may 
have ſome weight with chri iPians, for 22 
them how unneceſſary that plenary, previous a. 
amination is, which never had being but in ingr- 
nious theory; and for reconciling them to an 
implicit aſſent to all the doctrines, and a reve- 
rential acquieſcence in all the divine 
(whether comprehenſible or myſterioug,) record- 
ed in the holy ſcriptures, upon the lingle induce- 
ment and evidence of the 1 

To infidels we may urge, what hath, indeed, 
been already urged, that the previous examination 
which they inſiſt upon for fixing what is called 
the internal evidence of revelation, is, Iſt, alto- 
— impoſſible to be made, from our neceſſary 

— at beſt, our partial knowledge of 

nature and circumſtances of many things 

treated of in the ſcriptures, which are therefore 
fooliſhneſs, according to St. Paul, until, through 
faith, we ſpiritually diſcern them: 2dly, That 
ſuch examination is altogether e fer; the 


2 g8ee Mar. III. 28; 29, 30. b Cor. II. 14. 
v2 — K prophecies 
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prophecies of the old, and the miracles of the 
new teſtament, being, of themſelves, decifive 
proofs of, what they were alledged to confirm, 
the divine authority of him who wrought the 

one and fulfilled the other *. 
Nor can the cogency and ſufficiency of theſe 
proofs be denied by any, but either by thoſe who 
abſolutely reject the faith of hiſtory; or who 


a Let it be obſerved in this place, that this doctrine of the 
Chriſtian Apology, hath lately received a freſh approbation, in the 
requeſted publication of Mr. Barton's excellent Latin ſermon 
preached before the Univerſity of Oxford, entitled, Firmitas 
* Prophetici Sermonis ;** in which it is aſſerted of the miracles 
and prophecies, ©* Hiſce duobus cauſæ firmamentis nihil deeſt ad 
« intellectum movendum qui quidem argumento pervius fit & 
** penetrabilis, P. 4. And again. p. 5. Hæc eſſe indubitata 
« veritatis Criteria, una atque eadem ubique eſt conſentientis na- 
% turz vox. Nay, this fulne/s and ſufficiency of evidence is, in 
the 21ſt page, attributed to the prophecies ſingly ; — “ fidem 
* noſtram ſanctiſſimam ſolis prædictionibus ſacris firmiſſime ſtatu- 
66 ram. 

Having mentioned the requeſted publication of this ſermon, I 
ſhall here take occaſion to obſerve that what Mr. H. hath advan- 
ced on the ſubject of requeſts, proceedeth from his unacquainted. 
neſs with the praftice of the univerſity in theſe matters. They 
who are acquainted with it know, 1ſt. That no ſermon was ever 
printed there at the unanimous requeſt of the who/e body. 2. That 
whereas there are three forms of notifying this requeſt, viz, the 
common one, as #6 

V. C. and Heads of Houſes — 
and two new ones, 
V. C. and other Heads of Houſes — 
LV. C. and the Heads of Houſes — 
the ſecond of theſe forms is, for obvious reaſons, moſt conſiſtent 
with truth as well as with propriety of ſpeech, and therefore fit- 
teſt to be uſed on all occaſions, | 

I ſhall only add that a Sermon which was preached at St. Mary's 
on the very ſame Sunday, and whoſe publication was two days 
after requeſted by the ſame authority and in the ſame breath with 
the Chriſtian Apology, was printed with the intimation that it was 
publiſhed at the Requeſt of the V. C. and Heads of Houſes, 


maintain 
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maintain that ſo man cies could be ſo pre- 
ciſely fulfilled —— that ſuch — 
might proceed from diabolical power; or laſtly 
who affirm, with Mr. Heathcote and Mr. Hume, 
ce that no force of human: teſtimony can give 
te credibility to ſuch facts as are diſconformable 
te to obſervation and experience; or, which a- 
mounteth to the ſame thing, that, let the lives 
ce and characters of witneſſes be what they will, 
« their teſtimony muſt finally be determined by 
« the nature of the facts they atteſt, and will e- 
«yer obtain more or leſs credit with men, as 
« thoſe facts are more or leſs conformable to ob- 
« ſervation and experience. The conſequence 
of which poſition is, that miracles, being nat at 
all conformable to obſervation and experience, - 
can never obtain any credit af all, but are abſo- 
lutely and eſſentrally incredible, | rixas 
LET us then boldly repeat our recommenda- 
tion of the true ſcripture-method of defending 
the ' goſpel againſt all the fancied internal objec- 
lions which infidels may alledge againſt it. If 
they ſhall demand, How can theſe things be? 
— Why are matters ordered thus ? — How is 
this conſiſtent with natural notions ? — Let not 
the Chriſtian affect to be wiſe above what is 
written, in undertaking to lay open and explain 
the motives and grounds of the whole counſel of 
God in thoſe things, -which being known to us 
only from revelation, cannot poſſibly be farther 
known than ſo far as they are revealed. Let him 
nat raſhly ſtake the iſſue of his cauſe upon the 
1 validity 
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validity of ſuch ſolutions as are founded upon 
mere conjectures, which have no more of deci- 
five authority than the con conjectures of 
his adverſaries. In a word; let him not reſt the 
credit of God's word upon the unfirm founda- 
tion of | probabilities and h rea- 
ſonings, when Jeſus Chriſt hath founded it up- 
on a rock, upon the ſtead foundation of mira- 
culous acts — events w but the 
power of God could bring to paſs. 5 

Bx it, indeed, unreſervedly granted, that man 
hath à right to examine the pretenſions of thoſe 
who addreſs him under the character of teachers 
commiſſioned by God. But be it at the ſame 
time inſiſted on, thar Socinus and his diſciples 
take too much upon them, when they demand 
more, in conſequence of this right, than an aſ- 
if 5 rance that the commiſſion is authentic. —_ 

eth by the pr ſeal annexed, \ 

90 1 ee. to on this 
occaſion, the commiſſion itſe to be received 
and acknowledged with Apen n reverence, 
_ AnD this is the caſe of that book which be- 
ing in this manner authenticated we aſſert to be 
the word of God. It's contents are the _ | 
acts and dealings of this all-knowing, all 
ful God, inſtituted for the r of 
of men, from that ſtate. of wretchedneſs and wo 
{ſtruction into which, as we learn both from this 
book and from nature itſelf, they were fallen. 
Wæͥ3I RE our knowledge commenſurate with 
his, then might we canvaſs the reality 
and the motives of all the facts, the wiſdom and 


pro- 
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propriety __ of all the proceedings re- 


corded in thoſe volumes which Chriſtians hold 
ſacred. But as ſhortſighted and imperfect and 
ſcanty as our meaſure of information is when 
compared with that vaſt extent of things, which 
God vieweth at one glance, yet is every man e- 
nough informed to know, 05 hath often been 
here inſiſted on, that it is the reproach inſtead 
of being the glory of his underſtanding, to dog: 
matize upon ſubjects which being known 
by revelation, and being partially revealed; are 
of conſequence partially known, * as if human 
« reaſon, and his reaſon in lar, could at- 
i tain a thorough conviction on theſe ſubjes*” 
Tux proper uſe and exerciſe of reaſon" m 
matters of revelation; is not to frame'rhetorical 
juſtifications of all the ſeeming unfilneſſes, and to 
clear up by conjectural ſolutions thoſe Juoywmne - 
ver which God hath thought fit to throw his 
myſtic veil, and to which our faculties are pro- 
bably not commenſurate ; an arrogant underta- 
king of an endleſs taſk ! an attempt which, like 
that of Babel, muſt neceſſarily break off unf 
niſhed, in confuſion | — but to enquire with 


1. - Whether te hillry in hich this el. 
tion is contained be authentic. 


a Hume's Hiſt. of Engl. v. 2. p. 127. GS 1 
cloſe of this hiſtorianꝰs reſſection upon Hobbes's dogmatical air of 
philoſophizing in politicks and 'morals. Would one expect to find 
the.200 5 of thes reflaon. 46 degatied all long goon HOI 
fubjeAts ** as if hu man reaſon, and his reaſon in paruculas, could 
RR 29 a 
: . Whether 


11 
2. Whether the facts alledged by the teacher 
as proofs of his divine authority, do avail 
to eſtabliſh ſuch authority. 
3. Whether theſe facts be ſufficiently eviden- 
ced for inducing a reaſonable” man's aſſent. 


 Iy theſe points be determined in the affirma- 


tive the acquieſcence of reaſon in the doctrines 
propoſed followeth by a ſort of natural neceſſity; 
and we are no more at liberty to enquire © what 
e jg this, wherefore is that,” when the revelation 
itſelf doth not ſupply an anſwer to ſuch enquiry, 
than Abraham was at liberty, after a clear com- 
mand from God, to enquire how this command 
te to ſlay his ſon Iſaac, was conſiſtent either 


with the promiſe, that in Iſaac ſhould his ſeed 


cc be called,” or with our natural notions of the 
divine purity and goodneſs, 
Wx will readily grant that he is an abſurd 
believer, a dreamer, a fanatic, an enthuſiaſt who 
is diſpoſed to receive any ſyſtem of doctrines un- 
der the character of divine communications with- 
out rational evidence, that is without ſuch evi- 
dence as the wiſdom of God hath pitched upon 


for authenticating the meſſages ſent by him to 


mankind. However holy and pure and worthy 
of God the moral doctrines of our bleſſed Sa- 
viour were, he ſtill thought it expedient to in- 
force his divine commiſſion by the ſanction of 
miracles ; and the authority of this example will 
warrant our expecting in all caſes the ſeal of mi- 
racles to be annexed to every commiſſion pre- 
tended to come from heaven, before we receive 
it 


[79 ] 
it under that character. What the wiſdom of 
God hath thought neceſſary, let not man account 
ſuperfluous ; and if our bleſſed Saviour hath put 
his. whole credit upon this teſt, when he ſaith; 


Af I do not: the works of my father believe me 


« not, but if I do, tho' ye believe not me be- 
« lieve the works,” we may from hence infer, 
that miracles are thoſe very credentials by which 
his communications demand our attention and 
belief *.::.. ; | 
He therefore who is humbly diſpoſed to ac- 
quieſce in God's own method of proceeding, will 
receive all thoſe doctrines and informations which 
are recommended. to his faith by indiſputable 
miracles, as the truths of God: and with regard 
to thoſe points in them which he cannot recon- 
cile with his own apprehenſions, he will ſuppoſe, 
either that theſe apprehenſions however univer- 
fally adopted are yet untrue; or elſe, that the 
ſeeming . ariſeth wholly from his 
partial knowledge of the deep things God; re- 
vealed to him largely enough for the purpoſes of 
ſalvation, but not of dogmatical deciſion. 
Bur he, on the other hand, will never have 


a chance for believing at all, much leſs for pre- 


vailing upon others to believe, whoſe principle 
it is to examine the matter of revelation in order 
to adjuſt it to human notions, (a taſk which re- 


a That genuine and properly atteſted miracles are a dire and 
natural proof of the divine commiſſion of him who appealeth to 
them for this purpoſe, appeareth evidently to have been the ſenſe 
of all ages, from the appeal which falſe pretenders to a divine 
duthority have conſtantly made to forged and ill atteſted mira- 


.. j 
quireth 
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& inſight into the whole conſti. 
tution of ings, and — God's whole meaſures 
founded upon it) before he will addreſs himſelf 
to the examination of what he ſtileth the exter- 
nal evidence, the very evidence to which alone 

the meſſengers of this revelation a 
LxAvING therefore ſuch Perſons to wanker 

in their own labyrinths, we may, upon the prin- 
ciples here largely maintained, pronounce that 
the proper uſe and exerciſe of reaſon in matters of 
rij gion, the whole extent of her province, is to 
examine with the whole effort of her judgment 
and ſagacity the pretenſions of an offered reve- 
lation, and with Ne utmoſt nicety to ſcrutinize 
the divine credentials to which it appealeth in 
order to convince; herſelf whether there be in 
them any traces of fraud or * v7 Bay rio 
they. be fafficiently atteſted for inducing aſſent, 
or Whether they may not be accounted for by 
human contrivance; or laſtly, if they evidently 
exceed human power, whether any but that of 
God is capable of effecting them. Hitherto may 
' reaſon come, but no farther : implicit reverence 
and ſubmiſſion to the doctrines recommended to 
our faith and practice by awful, indiſputable cre- 
dentials is now the only part of reaſon, which 
muſt receive the kingdom of God as à little ciuld, 
if we have hope to enter therein. 

AND indeed, when it is conſidered that the 
goſpel-revelation is a plan contrived: by infinite 

wiſdom for the recovery of a race of blind, ig- 
norant creatures from their fallen, loſt eſtate, 
few words are wanting for expoſing that ſhock» 


ing 


(8 ] 


ptide and arrogance of theſe creatures which 
refuſeth to Art of the offered deliverance, un- 
til every article of it be reconeiled witch their 
own, perhaps miſconceived, notions of Cod and 
nature, and until fatigfaGtion be given to any yo 
or arrogant or {ceptical:enquiry. ; 

How juſtly are ſuch demands rebuked in 
that ſine expoſtulation,, which will as ranks 
juſtify the 2 God's raygjation 1 
 bis.common providencs dt ti 

Of this vaſt frame 1 beari 1 
The cloſe connections, nice 


RENoOUNCING then, all 3 to an woe 
CG g, to which Kell but -0 1 
equal, let us leave with the riſing apologiſts. o 
the Wen cauſe our firſt advice, that they 


ſeek not to evince the truth of the by. 

ce any other proofs, Lb. 
* himſelf hath appealed to,” 

Can we, indeed, without ſerious: aſtoniſh-. 
ment obſerve, how utterly ſome, who profeſs 
ta believe this goſpel, ſeem to have forgotten, or 
at leaſt to diſregard this appeal, when we hear 


them aſſigning a purpoſe of the goſpel - miracles, 
altogether different from that to which their 


bleſſed author applied them; and pompouſiy ex- 
erting the utmoſt efforts of their genius, to leich 
(for — benefit, or rather for the admiration, of 
wits and ſcholars) from the waſte regions of me-, 
taphyſic, or from palpable Egyptian darkneſs, 
ſome new demonſtration * the divine _——_ 


* 7 ed Lt = 2— - v * 
* 
1 
* 


ef. thoſe doctrines, which carry their own cre- 


dentials, as it were interwoven with them, in 
the vo of the book in which they ſtand re- 

cor * | 12 SY LI0 OST 11 
Le r theſe credentials be adhered to and in- 
ſiſted on, and the whole controverſy between 
chriſtians and infidels (thoſe, I mean, who al- 
low that miracles are not abſolutely and eſſentially 
incredible) will center in this fingle queſtion, . 
ce whether the miracles of the goſpel are mani- 
« feſtly efforts of that divine power to which' their 
ce authors aſcribed them; or whether evil ſpirits 
« are capable of enabling men to effect thoſe in- 


e ſtantaneous changes in the order and conſtitu- 


« tion of nature, (for the purpoſe of gaining 
«credit to falſehood and 1 255 which are 
« attributed to Jeſus Chriſt and his apoſtles?ꝰ 
Ix the latter part of this queſtion be affirmed, 
the conſequence will be, that he who cannot re- 
concile every YT, with his own 


(perhaps erroneous) conceptions of things, will 


be compelled to give up the whole bible, as re- 
cording acts or doctrines unworthy of God, and 
conſequently to aſcribe the miracles by which 
they are inforced, to the agency of evil ſpirits. 
Bur if the former branch of the queſtion be 
determined, as I truſt all chriſtians will deter- 
mine it, in the affirmative, then will the whole 
matter of revelation demand to be admitted, up- 
on the authority of the miracles, as the truth of 
God ; utterly precluding the vain, arrogant, w- 
Rk leſs 


[ 1 


F - leſs, taſk of previous examination; and all diffi- 
culties which may occur in the doctrines and acts 
recorded there, will be aſcribed to their true 
| cauſe, the defect of that degree of information 


* 


which is requiſite for a deciſive 
concerning them. | | 


| ., a Though the queſtion under debate can receive no determi- 
nation from human authority, being decideable only by the na- 
f dure of the goſpel-miracles, and by the authority of the goſpel, 
(the former of which conſiderations ought to weigh with infidels, 
and both with Chriſtians ;) yet as the authority of Origen ought 
to be of ſome weight with my adverſary, who hath ſo frequently 
appealed to it, I will here produce a ſhort paſſage from that au- 
thor, which if Mr, Heathcote had read, or had not forgotten, he 
would probably have thought it moſt adviſeable to paſs over the 
name of Origen in ſilence. The paſſage occurreth in the very 
front of his pleadings againſt the inſidel - objections of Celſus, and 
its exact tranſlation is as followeth. | 5 
" *O wiv cum x. A. Our Saviour and Lord, Jeſus Chriſt, when 
*: falſe witneſſes. appeared againſt him, kept filence; and, when 
he was accuſed, anſwered nothing; perſwaded that his whole 
© life and his ads amongſt the Jews, were of more weight than 
«words which might refute the falſe teſtimony, and an apploge- 
tic harangue in anſwer to his accuſation. - And yet you, good 
Ambroſius, have, unaccountably, preſſed me to write an apo- 
*logy in reply to the falſe teſtimonies of Celſus againſt the chriſt- 
*<jans, and to his accuſations of the faith of the Churches ; as if 
© the vacrs did not carry with them an evident reſutation; as if 
# the word were not more powerful than all learning, to over- 
throw falſe teſtimonies, and to deprive accuſations” of all proſ- 
pet of ſucceſs. Having cited ſeveral paſſiges of the goſpels 
to confirm his aſſertion concerning our bleſſed Sayiour's conduct, 
and added ſome ſhort obſervations upon it, he proceedeth thus; 
*I am bold, therefore, to affirm, that the apology which you ar 
pleaſed to require from: me, ſerveth to weaken (the convincing; 
&« force of) THAT APOLOGY WHICH LIETH IN FACTS, and (of) 
' * that power of Jeſus, which is evident to all who are not void 
of underſtanding.” After this peremptory declaration in favour 
of the deciſive evidence of the goſpel-miracles, one may juſtly 
wonder what could reaſonably induce this chriſtian author to write 
a book which he was perſwaded would only weaken that power- 
ful and genuine evidence: and one =_ as juſtly doubt, * 
* A 


, without 


3 
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l geheuer e a — 
gofpel- method of reaſoning in ſupport 
9 27 effectually (in ME; Heathcote's la 
gar; « reſtore all infidels to their right mind; 
nm e 

*ty of revelation*.” That it would convince the 
underſtandings of ſuch of them as ſhould dili- 
gently attend to it, is not to be doubted ; but for 
e reſtoring unbelievers to their right mind, and 
making them fubmit to the authority of reve- 
4 lation, much more is than the con- 
vition of the underſtanding. He pho know- 
Ab what is in man hath informed us, that no 
man cometh unto God, accepteth his ſalvation, 
without ſeeing eyes and hearing ears, and a eon 
verted heart, turned away from the world's cor- 
ruptions and yanities to — the living God: 
out a penitent, awakened ſenſe of the loſt 
and miſery, and death which hath paſſed 
| all * and a ſtedfaſt of heart to 
on e Saviour of the world, demonſtra- 
e ſon of God with power, that | 


Jut reid neither reaſoning from the mira- 
or ons any other grounds, will be ca- 
ucing in men that effectual, obe · 

dent Ec which b the git of God ts the pray. 


er of willing, prepared hearts; this diredt appeal 
9 his obſl equious readineſs to comply ith the comniints of ths 


7 Seed, be a ſufficient jultficetion of an undertaking, ſo ma 
ip his own judgment, n / 


to 
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to thoſe mighty powers; to which Jeſus. Chrif 
and his apoſtles a „will, however, haniſh 
into the ſcholaſtic regions of duſt and. ſilence. 
thoſe idle, curious, pre queſtions, cons 
cerning the wiſdom, juſtice,  fitnels, . propritty; 
conſiſtency, of ſuch acts and doctrines as, being 
only by the eye of reaſon, ſeen in part, cannot, 
either with wiſdom, or Juſtice, or fitneſs, or pro- 


priety, or conſiſtency, be deciſively pronounced 


upon. 
GREAT geniuſes, ambitious of makin _ 
4 name may affect, by ſtrong efforts of ſagac 


and rhetorical invention, to build a tower aby 


top may reach to heaven, to look into and unveil. 


the _—_ things which belong unto the Lord 
our God ; but ſuch attempts will naturally and 
neceflarily end in confuſion. 


Tux inveſtigation of divine truths muſt, as 


God hath ſignified to us, be undertaken by a 
different SETS Whatever be the 4 of 
ſome — defenders of chriſtianity, 

aſſent which Jeſus Chriſt demfndeth, is : the 
validity of the indiſputably divine credentials, 
the miracles of the goſpel. Upon their warrant, 
let us receive it for what they demonſtrate it to 
be, the word of God, and attend to it with that 
reverential awe, which befitteth thoſe to whom 
God is ſpeakin ; and then will he open our un 
— — t we may underſtand thoſe won- 
derful things, which 2 hath hid from the 
4 wiſe and prudent in their own conceit, and 
te hath revealed them unto babes,” unto thoſe 
meek, and holy, and humble men of heart, = 


* 
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ſeek for diſcernment in the things of the ſpirit of 


God by thoſe means, by which alone, as he hath 
apprized us, they are to be ſo diſcerned, as to 


operate in bringing forth their genuine fruit, the 
| INS GT ern PALIT 


* 


7 7 
y 


